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the example he sets of constant attendance and | 
strict discharge of duty. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. LETCHER. One word more. A good 
deal has been said about the contracts which have 
been made by the Treasury Department in con- 
nection with these buildings. Now, I will tell m 
from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] where he will find the | 


entire information, which will show where con- | 


tracts have been made for the entire construction, 
or for the construction in part, or where the Gov- 
ernment is building a house in connection with 
the supplies purchased by contract. 


And I here | 


take this occasion to say, that there are no con- | 


tracts which have not been reported by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in his annual report upon 
the finances. So I was informed by him yester- 
day morning, and I thought the fact should be 


known, that he might not be held liable for con- | 


tracts beyond his province. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire to know 
of the gentleman whether the Executive Depart- 


ment has not made contracts in anticipation of 


appropriations ? 


Mr. LETCHER. I donot know. I was told 


yesterday morning that this table would furnish a | 


statement of all the contracts. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. If contracts have 
not been so made, why is it that we are told by 


Mr. Bowman that these increased appropriations | 
are necessary to meet contracts ? 


Mr. LETCHER. I donotknow why it isso; 
but I went to the office ere morning, for | 
thought it remarkable th 


at the Secretary of the | 


Treasury should make a report stating the date | 


of the aoe the date of the purchase of. 
the lot, the 


as reported to this House; and upon inquiring 
there | was informed the matter is as I have 
stated it. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York 
Mr. PALMER, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 





ate of the contract, and the date of || 
the completion of the contract, if the fact was not 


Mr. MILES. I move to amend the amendment | 


of the gentleman from Louisiana, so as to appro- 
priate $301,000 for the custom-house at Charles- 
ton, instead of $300,000. I desire to say a word or | 
two in reference to this particular custom-house, | 
because I think it really appeals somewhat to the | 
common sense of the House, and I wish to make | 
a few common-sense remarks upon it. 

We have undertaken, whether wisely or not, 
to build a very costly custom-house in the city 
of Charleston. It may have been bad policy to | 
build so expensive a structure. I do not hesitate | 


city to supply it as fast as it could be worked into the build- | 


ing. In quarrying marble for such a building, the blocks 
taken from the quarry must be used for the part of the build- 
ing for which they are best suited, without regard to what 
partof the building it may be. When a block is taken from 
the quarry suitable for a capital, architrave, window jamb, 
door-jamb, &c., (all difficult stones to get,) it is cut for that 
purpose, though it may not be required until near the com 
pletion of the building. In this way, although the structure 
is not raised as high as it was hoped it would be at this time, 
yet a very large amountof the most difficult and expensive 
part of the marble is on hand, ready to be put up at the 
proper time.’’ 


Now, sir, I assert, from my individual knowl- 
edge, that the space around that new building in 
process of construction is absolutely incumbered 
with blocks of delicately sculptured marble, which 
lie exposed to the weather and accidental injury. 
They lie there because we are obliged to work 
them in as they are needed, and notas they come 
to hand. If you suspend the work, the contract 
for supplying the stone still goes on, and you keep 


accumulating a costly mass of worked stone; you | 
accumulate the interest upon the money spent in | 
quarrying and carving it, and you run the risk of | 


being prosecuted for damages by the contractors 
for furnishing the stone; and at the same time the 
work is suffering positive injury from exposure 
to the weather. 

I trust that the recommendation of the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, known himself tobe in favor | 


of strict economy, which he has exhibited again 
and again, and that the statement of Captain 
Bowman, one of the most accurate and able of our 


engineers, will be sufficient, together with the 


practical views I have presented, to induce this | 


House to vote this appropriation. 
my amendment. 


I withdraw 


Mr. GARNETT. I offer the following amend- | 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from | 
| Louisiana, to come in at the end: 


Provided, That no part ofthe appropriation hereby made 
for any building shail be expended until such plans are 


adopted and contracts made as will insure the completion | 
and furnishing such building within the amount appropri- | 


ated. 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. DoT understand 


the gentleman to offer his amendment in good 
faith ? 


|* Mr. GARNETT. I offer this amendment with 


; against it. 


no design of withdrawing it, because I really think 
that it is right, and I desire that it shal] pass. 
Neither do 1 offer it with any desire of embar- 


rassing the amendment of the gentleman from | 


Louisiana. I did not rise to oppose his amend- 
ment, or to make any comments either for or 
But I wish to say, that when these 


| custom-houses were undertaken, we had a full 


to sfy that I would be willing to see all custom- || 


houses abolished from one end of the country to | 
the other,and the system of directtaxation resorted 
to as a means of raising revenue to carry on the 
Government. But that is not now under consid- | 
eration. Congress, sir, has determined, however, 
to build a fine custom-house at Charleston. Are 
we now prepared to abandon this determination ? 
In our southern climate the suspension of opera- 
tions on a work already commenced, is to injure 
the work already done, very materially. Inasmall 
city like Charleston, with a population of not 
more than sixty thousand inhabitants, the bring- 
ing together of a body of workmen.of the requi- | 


instantaneously or rapidly. If you dismiss them 
after they are collected, all at once, it will costa 
vast deal more hereafter to reorganize your force 
of artisans, and go on with the work. 
And besides that, I contend that this is a matter 
of contract. It may be, as my friend from Vir- 
ginia contends, that the carrying on of the work 
is a Government operation, and not a work under 
contract. But the most costly portion of the work, 
the quarrying of the marble, is under contract. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report, 


alluding to the progress of the work upon the | 


Treasury, and a condition of great prosperity 
throughout the country. ‘There isno doubt that 
large revenues induced us—as large revenues will 


always operate on individuals or Governments— 





new custom-house in Charleston, says: 


“ The building is very large, and as none but the very best 
quality of marble is received, it tasks all the quarries fur- 
hishing the right description of marble to their utmost capa- 
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| 
; 
| 


to undertake many things which we otherwise 
would not have dreamed of. It induced us to un- 
dertake buildings ona scale of extravagance which 
is rarely equaled, and which the country would 
not tolerate had the operations commenced in the 


| present condition of the Treasury and the coun- 


try. I think that the country is generaily of opin- 
ion that we have undertaken too many of these 
custom-houses. I think that the country gener- 
ally is of opinion that those which we have under- 
taken have been built upon a scale altogether too 
extravagant, unnecessarily large, and unnecessa- 


| rily fine. They have been like this Capitol itself. 
| [have heard a gentleman say, who had seen all 


the best buildings in Europe, that he never sawa 


| building carried on onthe same scale of costliness 


and magnitude. 

But, custom-houses are built for business. They 
are the workshops, if I may so express myself, 
of the revenue system of the Government, and 
while they ought to be built substantially, while 


| they ought to be built with some regard to archi- 


tectural proportions and elegance, yet they should 





to change them, if he thinks they are not large 
enough. But I do say there ought to be an end 
of this thing, there ought to be a finality, some 
where, and whatever is appropriated ought to be 
appropriated with the understanding that that is 
to be the last of them; that Congress is not to be 
continually applied to, session after session, now 
under the form of a general appropriation bill, 
then under the form ofa deficiency bill, but al- 
Ways with new estimates, new appropriations 
asked for, and new appropriations granted. 

| We ought to know once for all where this thing 
is going to end. We ought to puta stop to it, and 
not permit your Departments, if they have done 
so, (Ido not undertake to say they have) to goon 
making contracts beyond the apprepriations; or 
if they have not done so, then we ought to rid 
ourselves at once of these implied contracts, which 
the gentleman from South Carolina has just al- 
luded to. I should think that it would be agree- 
able to the financial officers of the Government, 
agreeable to the Secretary of the Treasury him- 
self, who has the burden on his shoulders of 
making one dollar do the work of two; agreeable 
to all those gentlemen to know at once how mucl) 
we wish spent on these marine hospitals and cus- 
tom-houses, so that they can go on understand- 
ingly, and have them completed for what we are 
willing to spend upon them. It ought to be equally 
agreeable to the friends of the custom-houses, 
(and I believe no gentleman has spoken in favor 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Louis- 
jana, who has not a custom-house in his own dis- 
trict) that they should receive enough once for all 
to complete the works. 

Mr. LETCHER. This amendment is not to 
complete the custom-houses at Charleston or New 
Orleans. It will probably take a million and a half 
of dollars for New Orleans, and how much for 
Charleston I do not know. 

Mr. GARNETT. LTamas much in favor of 
spending money for the benefit of New Orleans 
or Charleston as of anywhere else; but when Lam 
told that New Orleans has had already $2,000,000 
for a custom-house, | think that this $300,000 
ought to complete it, and the same for Charleston; 


| and if those sums wijll not do for finishing them 


on the original plan, then, I say, let some plan be 
adopted which will insure their completion for 
these sums. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I would remark that with the 
exception of the Treasury extension, the custom- 
house at New Orleans, and the custom-house at 
Charleston, every dollarin the billis appropriated 
for the purpose of effecting the very object which 
| the gentleman has in view. 
| Mr.GARNETT. Exactly so; but what is to 

prevent them coming in next year and telling us 
that this money appropriated for completing the 
works was not quite enough for completing them, 
and asking an additional sum of ten or fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars? Experience proves to 
us that this will be done. I want to prevent it. | 
want once for ail to have the total expenditures 
fixed. lam meee? glad, whenever I can do 
so, to vote for money to be expended in the south - 
ern States, because } do not think that they have 
had a fair share of appropriations from this Gov- 
ernment. 
[Elere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MILES. I agree with my friend from 
Virginia [Mr. Garnett] in his general proposi- 
| tion; but I cannot agree with him in saying that 
after we have commenced costly buildings we 
should abandon them, because we think they 
might have been constructed on amore economical 
and less portentous scale. Now,as I said before, 
when I had the honor of making a few remarks to 
the committee, lam notdiscussing the policy of put- 
ting up a costly custom-house; but J do say, that 
if you have commenced a costly building and have 
| made great progress inits construction, you should 


not be built extravagantly. They ought to be || finish it, and not throw away the money you have 


confined within a reasonable sum. 


in the amendment of the gentleman from Louisi- 


| 


I do not un- || expended. Certainly that is a practical common- 
| dertake to say whether the precise sums proposed 


sense view of it. But I desire to say to my friend 
| from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer,]who,with so keen 


ana are the right sums or not. He is at liberty | a scent, and with such undying and determined 


at 
4 
x 
{ 
iv 
sect 
' 
' 
fest 
ty 
ree 





ee EE NN CNY aN RL 


ee eS 


enantiomer 


: 


y 
i 





2226 


renee the expenditure of every dol- 
ar which he thinks is not absolutely required by 
the most pressing necessity—I would say to him 
that in a pecuniary point of view he ought to let 
this amendment go. With regard tomy owncity, 
{I would say, that if the expenditure for the cus- 
tom-house reached the entire amount which has 
been indicated of $3,000,000, the interest on that 
money will not be the half of the income that is 
collected at the port of Charleston. 

But these are not arguments which I would de- 
sire to dwell upon in urging these matters on the 
committee. I think thata great country like this, 
with such wealth, such power, such dignity in the 
eyes of the world, should, whenever she does 
anything, whether it be the erection of a custom- 
house or the building of a navy, or the organi- 
zation of an army, do it on a scale suitable to her 
dignity, consonant with her wealth, and indica- 
tive of her power; and, in that point of view, | 
would desire to see all her public buildings models 
of architectural beauty, and even of grandeur, 
where grandeur would be appropriate to their 
destined use. 

Mr. LETCHER. My friend will allow me 
to make a suggestion at this point. He says he 
would like to have them built with due regard to 
architectural taste; I should like, in addition to 
that, that the Governmentshould look to the length 
of its purse. 

Mr. MILES. Do lL understand my friend to 
intimate that the country is bankrupt? Really, 
from the manner in which the members of the 
Committee of Ways and Means and other gen- 
tlemen who are known as the especial guardians 
of the Treasury seem to shake in their shoes 
whenever an appropriation to complete a custom- 
house is made, one would really suppose that the 
country was quivering on the brink of ruin. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, if the Government is 
not bankrupt, it finds it very hard to borrow 
money. 

Mr. MILES. Sir, the city of Charleston, from 
which I come,raises, by taxing its citizens, within 
a small fraction of $600,000 a year; and this whole 
amendment, about which we have been wrang- 
ling and talking and debating for so long a time, 
appropriates in all, taking in the Treasury exten- 
sion, $1,700,000. Are we to be told that twelve 
hundred thousand or two millions of money is 
such an enormous sum to the Government of the 
United States as to provoke gentlemen to get up 
and make the strongest and warmest appeals to 
the patriotism and principlés of members of the 
House, to prevent its appropriation to carry on 
works the most just and necessary, and to which 
the faith of the country is already pledged? Sir, 
I cannot so regard it. I look upon the amounts 
called for in the report of the Secretary as mod- 
erate and reasonable amounts for this Govern- 
ment to expend for the purposes indicated. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

The question being upon Mr. Garwerr’s 
amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. LETCHER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were orderé d; and Me ssrs. BurFrintTon 
and Keiiy were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported— 
ayes sixty-four, noes not counted. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. 
now rise, 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to withdraw that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Itwas the under- 
standing that the committee should take a recess 
this afternoon. 

Mr. HATCH, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I promised that I 
would move that the committee take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock. It is now a quarter to 
five, and we are not half through this bill. To- 
morrow the report of the Fort Snelling investiga- 
ting committee is the special order. Two days have 
been set apart for the business of the District of 
Columbia. There are also privileged contested 
election cases to come up. This is Tuesday. Fri- 
day and Saturday will be appropriated to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. Now, I wish to notify the com- 
mittee that it will be utterly impossible to pass the 
appropriation bills by the 7th of June, unless 
more time is devoted to them. I can pass three 


I move that the committee do 
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bills to-day if the committee will give their atten- 


tion to them. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Well, let us 
do it. 

[Cries of ** Agreec 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I want to make a sug- 
gestion with a view to facilitate business. I am 
satisfied from what I have seen exhibited in the 
House, both to-day and at former sessions of 
Congress, thatan amendment like that of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is almost 
certain to prevail. I take it for granted that it is 
the sense of a majority of the committee now to 
vote that amendment into the bill. I therefore 


41? 


| propose that we should at once take the vote upon 


that amendment as amended by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Garnett. } 
When we have disposed of it, | think there will 
be no difficulty in proceeding with the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iask for a division of the 
amendment, so that we may have a separate vote 
on the various items embraced in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that a division of the amendment is not in order 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 1 object, then. 
the amendment as a whole. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Do I understand that we 
have to vote upon these appropriations in a batch? 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes; you must swallow 
them all at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order to divide 
the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I think the decision of the 
Chairis wrong. There are sundry appropriations, 
and they are capable of being divided. I think 
we have a right to a separate vote on each. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that, in Committee of the Whole, the amendment, 
being otfered as a single amendment, cannot be 


I have offered 


divided. It might, perhaps, be done in the House. || 


Mr. LETCHER. 1 ask for tellers on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana, as 
amended. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Keirt, and 
Wasusurne of Illinois, were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the amendment 


was rejected, 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 


following amendment: 


To assure the safety of passengers and vessels navigating 


the Missouri, Mississippi, and Olio rivers respectively, hy | 


removing snags and sawyers from the channels of said 
rivers, the sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I rise to a point of order. 


| This amendment is not authorized by law, and I 


submit that it is not In order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. If there is 
a law for saving life by life-boats, it is certainly 
in accordance with law to make provisions for 


| saving life on those rivers. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 


point of order hav- 


ing been raised, the Chair decides the amendment | 


to be out of order, believing that there is no 
authority of law for the appropriation. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 


appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


I take an 


The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 


stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’ was 
taken; and the decision of the Chair was sus- 
tained. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I move the following 
as an amendment, to come in after the last amend- 
ment: 

For the purchase of life-boats, to be used on Lake Mich- 
igan, in the State of Wisconsin, $1,000. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise toa 
point of order. There is no law allowing that 
appropriation, and I submit that it is out of order. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 


point of order. The Chair thinks there is no law | 


authorizing the appropriation. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST., I am told that there 
is a law providing for life-boats on that coast. 
Life-boats have been furnished, and there are 
some of them there now. Itisin accordance with 


the usage of the Government to provide them; 


and I think the amendment is in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman take | 


an appeal? . 
Mr. BILLINGHURST. Yes, sir; I will take 


an appeal. 


I offer the 
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The question, ** Shall the decision of the Ch 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?” 
taken; and it was decided in the affirmative. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I desire to make 
a verbal amendment in the amendment which has 
already been adopted—to insert, after-the words 
** life-boats,”’ the words ‘‘or other life apparatus,” 
so that the Secretary of the Treasury shall not he 
confined to life-boats exclusively in expending the 
appropriation. - 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I object, 
Mr. WHITELEY. I move the followino 
amendment, to be inserted between lines one huy. 
dred and thirty-three and one hundred and thirty. 
four: 
And for the purchase of two thousand models of Amer. 
ican fruits, executed by Townsend Glover, and the matrices 


for multiplying the same, for the use of the Patent Office 
$10,000. ; 


Mr. LETCHER. 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment out of order, there being no law au- 
thorizing the purchase. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out lines one hundred and thirty to one 
hundred and thirty-three, inclusive, as follows: 
= For collection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the pro 
curementand distribution of cutiings and seeds, $60,000.” 

I make the motion because 1 believe this whole 
matter isa humbue. I believe that the seeds sent 
from the Patent Office, in the main, are seeds of 
the most common description gathered in our own 
country. They are to be found in most every 
seed store in our cities and larger villages. When 
distributed to us, they are not distributed with 
reference to their adaptation to our particular eli- 
mate. The distribution is made upon no system 
that is intelligible. I do not know how it may 
be as to other portions of the country, but 1 know 
that those which have been sent to the portion of 
country [ represent have been, with one or two 
exceptions, of little or no value; and they can be 
procured by the citizens probably at less cost, and 
certainly in a fairer manner, than they are pro- 
cured through their Representatives here. So far 
as | am concerned, I would like to dispense with 
all of them. 

We make annual appropriations for these con- 
servatories in front of the Capitol. I believe 


air 
Wag 


1 rise toa point of order on 


they are carrying on there by specific appropri- 


ations some investigations in regard to agriculture. 
That may be well enough. But this gathering up 
into the hands of men in the Patent Office, all the 
flower-seeds, all the morning-glories, all the most 
common flower-seeds, French poppies, sun-flow- 
ers, tomato seeds, and turnip seeds, and distrib- 
uting them throughout the country, and this print- 
ing, asa part of the Patent Office report, some- 
body’s reflection as to the different manne‘s in 
which they plant this particular seed, and the 
different cultures they give to them, is all adium- 
bug and ought to be stopped; and for that reason 
[ have moved to strike out this clause of the bill. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I differ entirely with the 
gentleman from Kentucky, and I think the House, 
and I know the country, will differ from his views 
in relation to this matter. It is no humbug. It 
may be true that some seeds are sent to some geli- 
tlemen which cannot be grown in their particular 
section of country. Butgentlemen must recollect 
that the distribution through members of Con- 
gress is the smallest part of the distribution of 
seeds and plants from the Patent Office. It isa 
well-known fact that the agricultural interest of 
this country is the greatest interest in it; and this 
paltry sum of $60,000 is all that interest receives 
at the hands of the Government. 

Mr. CLAY. There is also the Patent Office 
report. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Yes;and the Patent Office 
report. It may be that many varieties of seeds 
are useless for certain localities; but this amount 
vf money is not asked for the distribution of seeds 
alone; but also for the dissemination of informa- 


_tion upon the subject of agriculture; which, ! 


think, no man here or elsewhere will say is use- 
less. It istrue, sir, that so far as I am individually 
concerned, I would be willing that members of 
Congress should be saved the trouble of distribu- 
tion; and I will vote now or at any other time, 
that this distribution shall be made by the Patent 
Office alone. But that great benefit results from 
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this appropriation, I do not think any man who || 
ives attention to the subject, willdeny. The ap- | 
propriation, as I have said, is small—one of the | 
smallest in the bill. I hope, therefore, the amend- | 


ment will not prevail. 


o 
> 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Imove that the | 
committee now take a recess until half past seven 
o’clock. r 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is it the object 
of the motion to go on with this bill to-night? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Itis. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I object to it. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
do now rise. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I ought, in good | 
faith to the committee, to say that I stated that if 
the committee desired to rise, | would move to | 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock; when 
no business should be transacted, except to ad- | 


I move that the committee | 


ourn. 
’ The CHAIRMAN. The committee, and not 
the Chair, must decide that question. 

The question recurring upon the motion that 
the committee rise, 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Joun Cocu- 
pane and CHAFFEE were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 32, noes 88. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the | 
committee takea recess till half past seveno’clock, | 
p- m. : 

A division was called for. 

Mr. KE{TT. The motion is with the under- 
standing that no business is to be transacted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can, by 
unanimous consent, come to such a conclusion. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. IL understand the prop- | 
osition to be that the committee shall take a re- | 
cess until half past seven o’clock, with the under- | 
standing that no business is to be transacted, and 
no motion made, except that the committee rise. 

Mr. KEITT. I shali vote very cheerfully for 
that, as it is very clear that the House will do no 
more business this evening. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I desire to offer the follow- 
Jng resolution: 


Resolved, That the printing of all speeches and gas let off 
in the evening sessions, after a recess shall be taken, shall 
be paid for by the member or members making such speech- 
es out of their own funds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The resolution is not in 
order. The question is on the motion to take a | 
recess. | 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the last vote 
taken. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If there is no 
business to be done I object to a recess. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 submit the point of or- | 
der, that without unanimous censent no such | 
motion can be entertained in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- | 
tleman from New York for a recess is in order. | 

Mr. FLORENCE. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The question has | 
been put, and a division has been asked. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the | 
question: The committee was dividing on the | 
question, Shall the committee take a recess uatil 
half past seven o’clock ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. GROW. I submit that the motion is not | 
in order. It is the last question on which we | 
voted, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee is now di- | 
viding. The Chair has put the questidn on one 
side, and is waiting to put it on the other. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to submit 
a question of order to the Chair. If we were in 
the House, a motion to take a recess could not be 
entertained without unanimous consent, and if 
objection was made, a motion to suspend the rules 
would not be in order to-day. Now, this com- 
mittee cannot do what the House cannot do, and 
therefore the committee cannot entertain a propo- 
s1u0n to take a recess. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 


qotion of order made by the gentleman from 
ennessee. 


| 


I move that the | 





| adjourn, 


Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to my friend from 
Tennessee to withdraw his point of order and al- 
low gentlemen to have a recess. There can be 
no harm in it. I understand that it is not pro- 
posed that any vote shall be taken afier the re- 
cess; and why not allow gentieman who have 
speeches to deliver, to come here and deliver them 
this evening, so as not to consume time which 
would otherwise be devoted to business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Lappeal from the 
decision of the Chair, entertaining the motion for 
a recess. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask for tellers on the ap- 
peal. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. 


I wish to know whether, if 


| a recess is now taken, the consideration of this 


bill will not be resumed when the committee re- 
assembles, and whether it would be in order to 
discuss anything but amendments to this bill 
under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not under- 
take to decide those questions until they arise, 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I merely ask the question in 
order to show that no practical good can result 
from a recess. 

Mr. QUITMAN. [agree with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that the committee has no power 
to take a recess unless the House has granted it 
liberty so to do, and that the committee has no 
right to originate a new order of business. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Has not the 
debate been closed upon this bill, and if the com- 
mittee take a recess, will not the debate be limited 
to five minutes’ discussion of amendments to this 
bill ? 

Several Members. Of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide that 
question when itarises. ‘The Chair entertains the 
motion for a recess, because the Chair is not will- 
ing to overrule the former practice of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessec. 
no such practice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is stating what 
he understands to have been the practice of the 
committee. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee ap- 
peals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Perhaps we can 
arrange this matter by acompromise. If the mo- 
tion for arecess be withdrawn, will it not be con- 
ceded by all gentlemen here that, by unanimous 
consent, we will take a recess until half past seven 
o’clock, with the underdtanding that no business 
shall be done? 

[Cries of ** No!’’ ** No!’?’] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I will withdraw 
the motion, if that will be the unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The motion for a recess 
is withdrawn, and the appeal falls with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York withdrawn ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand so. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The proposition to 
withdraw the motion was conditional. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. BLISS. ‘That motion is not in order. 

Mr. GROW. I submit that that was the last 
question voted on by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ten- 
nessee has taken an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair since the motion was voted on, and 
business has intervened. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
motion to take a recess. 

The question was taken on Mr. Smiru’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

So the conrmittee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Smiru, of Tennessee, re- 
| ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 

state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly a bill (H. 
' R. No. 200) making appropriations for sundry 
| civil expenses of the & 
ending oe 30, 1859, and had come to no reso- 
| lution thereon. 
| Mr. MORGAN. I move that the rules be sus- 


There has been 


I withdraw the 


| pended, and that the House resolve itself into a | 


| Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union; 
| and on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. RUFFIN. I move that the House do now 
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overnment for the year | 





LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to have the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial bill, which has been 
returned from the Senate with amendments, taken 
up and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

There beivg no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I hope the motion ta adjourn 
will new be put. 

Mr. MORGAN. I[ask the yeasand nays upen 
that motion. 


PAYMENT OF WITNESSES. 


| Mr. HOUSTON. I presume my friend from 
North Carolina will allow me to ask the House 
to pass a bill appropriating $12,000 to pay wit- 

| nesses who are attending here before committees 
of the House. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The gentleman cannot cer- 
tainly wish to keep the witnesses here without 
their pay ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas and nays 

| upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUFFIN. 1 withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I renew it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The yeas and nays were taken; and it was de- 
cided in the aftirmative—yeas 77, nays 74; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Advain, Alil, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, 
Barksdale, Bowie, Beaneh, Bryan, Chapman, Horace F. 
Clark, John B. Clark, Clay, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Cor- 

| ning, Cox, James Craig, Crawford, Curry, Davis of Indi- 
| ana, Davis of Mississippi, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, 
Eustis, renton, Florence, Foley, Gartrell, Greenwood, 
Gregg, Groesbeck, Hatch, Hawkins, Hill, Hopkins, Huy- 
ler. Jackson, George W. Jones, Keitt. Jacob M. Kunkel, 
Leiuly, Leteher, Maclay, McQueen, Humphrey Marshall, 
Mason, Maynard, Millson, [saac N. Morris, Niblack, Pen- 
dieton, Peyton, Phillips. Quitman, Reagan, Ricaud, Raffin, 
| Russell, Scales, Henry M. Shaw, Singleton, Robert Smith, 
William Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, 
George Taylor, Underwood, Watkins, Whiteley, Winslow, 
| Wood, Wortendyke, and John V. Wright—77. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bingham, Bliss, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, Burns, Case, Chaffee, Clawson, Clem- 
ens, Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dodd, Durfee, Farns 
worth, Foster, Garnett, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Goodwin, 
| Grow, Thomas L. Harris, Hoard, Houston, Howard, 
| Hughes, J. Glanecy Jones, Owen Jones, Kellogg, Kelly, 
Kelsey, Knapp. Lovejoy, Matteson, Miles, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill,Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray,Olin, Palmer, Pettit, 
| Pike, Potter, Pottle, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, Sandidge, 
| Aaron Shaw, Judson W. Sherman, Samuel A. Smith, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, Miles Taylor, 
| Thayer, Tompkins, Wade, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, and Wilson—74. 


I object to anything out of 


So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at five o’clock) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 

Wepnespar, May 19, 1858. 
Prayer by Rev. Smitn Pyne, D. D. 
| The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
| JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT, in accordance with 
| the order of yesterday authorizing the Vice Pres- 
| ident to fill the vacancy in the Committee on the 


| Judiciary occasioned by the resignation of Mr. 
| Toomss, appointed Mr. Sepastian. 


|] 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 








The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
|| States, transmitting copies of all correspondence, 
vouchers, and other papers, having reference to 
'| the accounts of Edward F. Beale, Esq., late su- 
| perintendent of Indian affairs in California, which 
are on file or record in the Departments of the 
Treasury and Interior; which, on motion of Mr. 
Gwin, was ordered to lie on the table; and a mo- 
tion by him to print it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printyng. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury relative to the present 
condition of the finances of the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York, against the enactment 
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of any law which may remove the charge of the 
light-house system from the custody of the pres- 
ent board; which were ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed, 

He also presented resolutions of the Legislature 
of New York,in favor of the Pacific railroad bill, 
introduced by the Hon. Joun S. Pue.es, of Mis- 
souri, in the House of Representatives; which 
were ordered to lie on the table, and be prints d. 

He also presented a petition of ¢ itizens of New 
York, praying that a pension may be granted to 
Polly Eebertson, widow of a soldier in the war 
of the Revolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GREEN presented two petitions of citizens 
of Missourt, remonstrating against any change in 
the application of the proceeds of the lands granted 
to lowa for the improvement of the Des Moines 
river; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of presi- 
dents of marine insurance companies, composing 
the board of marine underwriters of Philadelphia, 
praying that an appropriation may be made for 
the construction of a breakwater on Crow shoal, 
in the Delaware bay; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, for the reason that the Committee on 
Commerce have passed upon the subject. 

Mr. IVERSON presented a memorial of R.C. 
Jones, a master in the Navy, who was placed on 
the furlough list by the late board of naval offi- 
cers, and subsequently transferred to the leave-of- 
absence pay on the reserved list, praying to be 
allowed the difference between furlough pay and 
that of leave of absence; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of Charles M. 
Perry, praying compensation for services as a 
clerk in the office of the Treasurer of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of William 
B. Herrick, a surgeon in the Army during the war 
with Mexico, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
gions. 

Mr. POLK presented a petition of citizens of 
New York, praying that the public lands may be 
laid out in farms or lots of limited size for the free 
and exclusive use of actual settlers; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yesterday, on 
my motion, the memorial of T. P. Shaffner, in 
regard to the oceanic telegraph, was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
Other papers relating to the same subject have 
been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; 
and I move that the Post Office Committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this 
memorial, and that it be referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The motion was acreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of the trustees of the Columbian College, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred two petitions of 
citizens of Maine in relation to the boundary line 
between the United States and the Province of 
New Brunswick,asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Samuel Bromberg, 
submitted an adverse report. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Cynthia 
Cony, reported adversely thereon, and that the 
committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mary E. Larnard, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and that the commit- 
tee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, te whom was referred the 
report of the Secretary of War, in answer toa 


resolution ef the Senate, relative to the purchase \ 
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of Lime Point, in California, for military pur- 
poses, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. It appears 
that the Secretary of War has suspended all ne- 
gotiations for the purchase of Lime Point, and 
ordered all the papers to be returned to the De- 
partment. 

Fle also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the papers relating to the claim of J. 
M. Pommares, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration, and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of George M. Weston, 
commissioner of the State of Maine, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 380) to pro- 
vide for the payment of the claims of the State of 
Maine for expenses incurred by that State in or- 
ranizing aregiment of volunteers for the Mexican 
war. The bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. No. 272) for the relief 
of Brevet Major ce Hendrick, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
225) to increase the pension of John Richmond, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them without amendment: 

A bill (H.R. No. 214) for the relief of Regis 
Loisel, or his legal representatives. 

A bill (H. R. No. 250) for the relief of Pierre 
Gagnon, of Natchitoches, Louisiana. 

A bill (LH. R. No. 327) for the relief of the lezal 
representatives of Marie Malines. - 

A bill (S. No. 317) for the relief of Thomas L. 
Disharoon. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, who were instructed by a resolution 
of the Senate to inquire into the subject, reported 
a bill (S. No. 381) to provide for the taking of 
private property for public use after allowing 
just compensation therefor; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred anumber of resolutions on that sub- 
ject, reported a bill (S, No. 382) to amend the 
existing laws relative to the compensation of the 
district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the cir- 
cuitand district courts of the United States; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
318) for the relief of Joseph Bard & Co., J. Caul- 
field, and Joseph Landis & Co., asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. There has been referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary an omnibus present- 
ment from the grand jury of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, recommending 
an increase of the salary of the juége of that dis- 
trict; an increase of the compensation of jurors, 
witnesses, and officers of the courts for that dis- 
trict; complaining of the irregularities of the mails 
throughout that State; recommending that the mail 
service between Savannah and Florida be changed 
to tri-weekly service; recommending that certain 
lots in St. Augustine, reserved for a marine bar- | 
racks, be granted to the State for a seminary of 
learning; recommending the preservation of the 
ancient Spanish fort in that State, the construction | 
of a prison, and the repair of the court-house in | 
St. Augustine; and complaining of the negligence | 
of the Government timber agent in that State. | 
The Committee on the Judiciary make an adverse | 
report on this presentment, so far as it relates to | 
the subject of the salaries of the judge and other | 
officets, and the repairing of the court-house; and 
ask to be discharged from the remainder of the | 
presentment. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the petition of 
George Chorpenning, praying the passage of an 
act to construe the act of March 3, 1857, for his 
relief, and also the joint resolution (S. No. 36) 
on the same subject, have instructed me to ask | 
that they be discharged from their further consid- | 


| diciary Committee. 
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eration, and that they be referred to the Commit. 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, having no 
connection whatever with the action of the Jy. 
I will state, in connection 
with it, the views the committee take: that jt 


| would neither be wise nor expedient that a con. 


struction which has been gjven to laws by the ex. 
ecutive department of the judiciary should be re. 


| vised by the Committee on the Judiciary. The law 


| to demand further legislation. 
|| further legislation should take place, is the sub- 


itself, if itdoes not carry out the intention of Con. 
gress, from any cause whatever, ought, of course, 
Whether that 


ject of inquiry, and ought to be the subject of in- 
quiry by the committee that has jurisdiction over 
the subject-matter itself. Itis on that ground that 
we ask to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of George Chorpenning, to 
submit an adverse report. In this connection, | 
will say that the claim, as presented, has one 
feature in it—that of aclaim under the intercourse 
law—which the committee have reported against; 


| but in the memorial and statement of facts in the 


documents, there is another claim,as a mail con- 


| tractor, which ought to be considered by the Post 


Oifice Committee. The Committee on Indian 


| Affairs, without expressing any opinion on that 





branch of the subject, choose to recommend that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFENSE OF LIEUTENANT ANDERSON. 


Mr. CLAY. On the day before yesterday | 
offered a resolution calling for information from 
the Department of War in respect to the claim of 
Blocker, Gurley, and Davis, against the Govern- 
ment. The Senator from Georgia | Mr. Toomss] 
objected at the time to its consideration. I un- 
derstand that he will not now object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution, and I hope it will be 
taken up and passed. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to the Senate the papers filed in the Department 


| In support of the claims of Blocker and Gurley, and James 


F. Davis, counsel employed in the defense of Lieutenant 


| Anderson and his detachment, arrested by the civil author 
| ities of Texas while in the discharge of their official duties 


under the orders of General Harney. 
rn . 
The resolution was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE DELIVERIES. 


Mr. KING. d submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire whether the Post Office laws 
authorize a postmaster to refuse to deliver letters to a per 
son authorized to receive them by the persons to whom the 
letters are addressed, and whether any legislation is required 
on this subject, and to report by bill or otherwise. 

I offer this resolution, having conferred with 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, who preferred that it shall lie 
over, to which | have no objection. It is offered 
on account of complaints which have been made 


| of a refusal to deliver letters at the post office at 





| Brooklyn, New York. 


The resolution lies over. 


WILLIAM WALKER’S ARREST. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 


consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate all correspondence, instructions, and or- 
ders, not heretofore communicated to either braneh of Con- 
gress, connected with the arrest of William Walker and 
his associates by the naval forces under the command ot 
Commodore Paulding, including all the correspondence be- 
tween him and the Navy Department since the arrest ol 
Walker in relation thereto, or in relation to the property 
or persons seized by the forces under his command, and 
including also copies of any letters, orders, or instructions, 
if any, addressed to Commodore Paulding, which may have 
been subsequently withdrawn from him by the Navy De- 
partment, and the reasons for such withdrawal. 


ISTHMUS OF TEHUANTEPEC. 


Mr. PUGH submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any efforts have 
been made or authorized by the executive department oF 
any Officer thereof, to induce the Government of Mexico 
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to annul or impair the grant of February 5, 1853, for the 
construction of a plank road and railroad across the Isth- 
mus of Tehuantepec, as recognized in the treaty published 
at Washington on the 30ub of June, 1854, and to obtain a 
new grant of the same or like character, tor other parties ; 
aud, if so, that he communicate the names of those parties 
together with the terms, conditions, and considerations of 
the grant, and all the correspondence connected-there- 
with. Also, that the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether any contract for transporting the mails, 
troops, or munitions of war of the United States, across the 
[sthmus of Tehuantepec, has been made, or is now in course 
of negotiation ; and, if so, that he communicate a copy of 
such contract Or proposition, with all the correspondence 
and papers relating to that subject. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring in the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. No. 378) to enable the Columbian 
College, in the District of Columbia, to found and 
establish a professorship of agriculture and me- 
chanical science, and to complete her endowment 
fund, and for the benefit of the public schools of 
Washington, District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. No. 379) to enable the Columbian 
College, in the District of Columbia, to establish 
a professorship of agriculture and mechanical 
science,and to complete her endowment fund, and 
for the benefit of the public schools of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. ; 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Henry, his Secretary, announced 
that the President this day approved and signed 
the following acts: 

An act to amend an act entitled **An act toau- 
thorize the President of the United States to cause 
to be surveyed the tract of land in the Territory of 
Minnesota belonging to the half-breeds or mixed 
bloods of the Dacotah or Sioux nation of Indians, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved July 17, 1854. 

An act to provide for the collection and safe- 


keeping of the public archives in the State of Cal- 


ifornia. 


An act for the prevention and punishment of 


frauds in land titles in California. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. IVERSON, the Senate pro- 


ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him some days since: 

Resolved, That after to-day, and for the remainder of the 
session, the special order shall not be taken up until the 
hour of one o’clock, unjess otherwise ordered by the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. IVERSON. I think it must be obvious to 
the Senate that it is impossible to do any other 
business, except the appropriation bills, unless 
we devote two hours every day to the considera- 
tian of morning business. 
quite early enough to take up the special order. 
For the rest of the session it is probable that the 
reading of the Journal itself will at least occupy 
half an hour every morning. The Journal be- 
comes larger and longer as the session advances 
to its close. Then petitions will be presented as 
they are now being presented very numerously, 
and also reports from committees. As the ses- 
sion comes toa close, the committees are reporting 
cases in their charge, and it will take up another 
half hour to make reports; and there are resolu- 
tions to be offered during the morning hour which 
must necessarily consume a portion of the time, 
so that one hour wiil not be sufficient even to read 
the Journal and transact the ordinary morning 
business. I propose to amend this resolution so 
as to incorporate the following: 

And that, after the presentation of petitions, reports from 
committees, and resolutions, the remainder of the two morn- 
ing hours shall be devoted, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Senate, to the consideration of such bills upon the Private 
Calendar as shall not give rise to debate, until the Private 
Calendar shall be gone through with. 

I suppose it will not take more than one or two 
mornings to consider the Private Calendar in that 
way. Then we can take up cases that are ob- 
jected to, or any other business the Senate may 
think proper to transact. It is important to get 
off the docket the cases to which there is no ob- 
jection. Doubtless there are many which are sc 
meritorious that nobody will object to them. Le: 
those bills be passed and go to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, so that they may stand some chance 
of being considered there. 


Mr. BAYARD. If I understood the resolution 


I think one o’clock 1s | 


i 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| > ; ; : 
correctly from its reading, I shall certainly object 


to it. We give one day to private bills, and I have 
no objection whatever to their being acted upon 


| on that day; but there are other bills of a public 


nature on the Calendar; and if we take up the 
Private Calendar every morning of every day of 


| the week we exclude those bills, for they cannot 


be taken up at any other time without interfering 
with the special order. There are three bills 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which it probably will not take half an hour to 
pass; but still they are important to the general 
business of the country. Ought you to exclude 
them, as practically you will by this resolution, 
because the special orders and appropriation bills, 
after two hours, will take the whole day? If you 
appropriate an hour in the morning to the Private 
Calendar in addition, you practically defeat all 
other bills. If the resolution be modffied so as 


| to include other business besides private bills, I 


will not object to it. 

Mr. IVERSON. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 suggest to the Senator 
from Georgia to strike out the word ‘ private,”’ 
and say ‘* bills on the Calendar.”’ 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senate can order what 
business shall be taken up. I think it better to 
postpone the special order each day until one 
o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I renew the amendment 
striking out the word ** private.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the following amendment offered by the Senator 


| from Maine: 


| ing hours shall be devoted, unless otherwise ordered by the 


*Anddthat, after the presentation ofpetitions, reports from 
committees, and resolutions, the remainder of the two morn 


Senate, to the consideration of such bills on the Calendar 
as shall not give rise to debate, until the Calendar shall have 
been gone through with.’’ 


Mr. HUNTER. Isthat in order? It involves 
a change ofthe rule. Is it in order to make that 
change withouta day’s notice? | believe the rules 
require one day’s notice to be given. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
table for several days. 

Mr. HUNTER. But not this change of the 


| rules. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
ment of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. The amendment involves a 
| change of the rules; the original resolution does 
not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule only re- 
lates to the presentation of petitions and reports 
from standing committees. 

Mr. HUNTER. But here is a new rule pro- 
posed to be established to consider only those 
bills that will not give rise to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is like making a special order. 

Mr. HUNTER. We make a special order for 
| a particular bill, but I do not understand that we 
can make special orders of all bills that do not 
give rise to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


| tion in regard to business. 


This is a mere amend- 


It is a mere direc- 


will withdraw the amendment. It will only lead 
to confusion and difficulty. If he will just let the 
| original resolution pass, so that the special orders 
shall not come up of their own force until one 
o’clock, it leaves the Senate in the intermediate 
time to take up any business it thinks proper. I 
would say to the honorable Senator it may be just 
as important to pass a bill in the morning hour, 
of a public character, that will lead to a debate 
of ten minutes, as one that will not. It is alto- 
gether better, therefore, [ submit to the Senator, 
to withdraw the amendment entirely, and let the 
original resolution stand, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I differ with the Senator 
in opinion on that subject. That is the only 
| trouble on that point. Ido not think any of these 
| difficulties will arise. It is very true that a pub- 
| lic bill that gives rise to a debate of ten minutes 
may be as important, and more important, than 
others; but the difficulty is that you strike ona 
bill that gives rise to debate, and it prevents the 
passage of others. My desire is to accomplish 
something in the way of legislation; and at this 
| late day of the session we cannot do mach, unless 
by common consent we go through and pass such | 





It has been lying on the 


Mr. STUART. I hope the Senator from Maine | 


bills as are not objected to, It can take very little || 
time; and as we include both public and private |. 
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bills, we may accomplish a great deal in that way. 
Having done that—and it cannot take much time 
—we can return and take up bills that give rise 
to debate. I think a great deal of good will be 
done by it, and | will not withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have seen the operation of 
this rule in the House of Representatives, and 
occasionally we have had it in the Senate. | think 
it gives rise to a great deal of bad legislation. A 
bill is presented; you do not understand it; you 
do not like to get upand prevent the action of the 
Senate on it, because it does not seem to be cour- 
teous to the gentleman who presents it; and the 
consequence is that very often mischievous bills 
are allowed to pass without proper examination, 
It seems to me fair if we devote two hours each 
day to business other than the special order, that 
the Senate should determine at the time what busi- 
ness it willconsider. There isa great deal of jus- 
tice in what the Senator from Michigan has said. 
It may often happen that a bill which is very im- 
portant and ought to be acted on, may give rise 
to a debate of ten, fifteen, twenty, or thirty min- 
utes. If it gave rise to more, the majority could 
control it, could lay it on the table and take up 
bills that would manifestly not lead to debate. 

Mr. LVERSON. My object is not only to fa- 
cilitate business, but to prevent the confusion that 
arises every morning from moving to take up spe- 
cial and particular bills. Unless we have some 
regular order of business, we shall have proposi- 
tions morning after morning, to take up a special 
proposition out of its order that gives rise to de- 
bate, and does injustice to the others. I think we 
had better have some regular order. 

The amendment was rejected, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. STUART. lLask the Senate to take up 
a bill from the House of Representatives (No. 
2) donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts. I 
gave notice that I should call it up yesterday, but 
I was notable to do so. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to suggest to my friend 
from Michigan that I have a joint resolution of 
considerable interest to my constituents, relating 
to the regulation of public buildings in Philadel- 
phia; and it is important that it should be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. SEWARD. Allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Pennsylvania; and that 
is, that he raise his voice so as to make his coun- 
sels heard on this side of the Chamber, where 
they are so much respected. 

Mr. BIGLER. I was appealing to the Sena- 
tor from Michigan to allow me to have a resolu- 
tion passed in relation to the regulation of public 
buildings in Philadelphia. [tis a measure of con- 
siderable importance, which will require but a ver 
few minutes; butunless it be passed now, the amie 
of changing those buildings must be stopped and 
delayed. ‘The resolution, as reported from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, is 
satisfactory to my colleague, and I think to all the 
parties concerned, and I trust the Senate will in- 
dulge me by passing it. I know the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan will occupy time, and involve 
debate. 

Mr. STUART. If I were at liberty, I certainly 
would withdraw the motion, but I am under ob- 
ligations to call up this bill. I gave notice that I 
should do so yesterday, but the consideration of 
other public business prevented it. 

Mr. BIGLER. This bill will occupy the whole 
day; and I appeal to the Senator 

Mr. STUART, Itis not pleasant to me to deny 
a personal request of the Senator; but really I must 
Insist on my motion. 

Mr. PUGH. We mightas well take a test vote 
on taking up that bill. It has never been favor- 
ably recommended by any committee of either 
House. Probably it is the largest proposition for 
the donation of public lands that has ever been 
here. We cannot consider it at this time; and I 
think, instead of wasting the precious hours that 
remain, on a question which, if it comes ap, will 
be debated at grea. length, we may as well take 
a test vote on the question of taking up the bill; 
and I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 
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Mr. YULEE. I wish to suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to vary his motion to make ita 
motion to lay on the table the motion to take up 
the bill. ‘That will make a more certain disposi- 
tion of it. [**Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. PUGH. I do not think it is in my power 
to Iny on the table a motion to take up a bill. 

Mr. YULEE. Certainly you can. 

Mr. PUGH. I adhere to my motion. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted —yeas 28, nays 24; as follows: 

Y BRAS—Meassrs. Allen, Bell, Bright, Broderick, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes 
senden. Poot, Poster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Ken- 
nedy, King, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Thomson 


of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—28 


NAYS—Measrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, Clay, 


Cliugman, Davis, Fitzpatnck, Green, Hammond, Hender 

eon, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of 
‘Tennessee, Jones, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Sebastian, 
Bhielde, Slidell, and Toombs—24. 


So the motion was agreed to: and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2) donating the public 
lands to the several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts. 

The Secretary read the first section of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair feels it 
his duty to call up the special order at this hour. 

Mr. STUART. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of the special order until this bill is dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. CLAY. 
vail. It is now sixteen months and upwards since 
I introduced a bill to repeal the fishing bounties. 
The bill has been thoroughly debated. I presume 
the discussion on its merits has closed. It is on 
its third reading, or it has been read twice, and 
some amendments have been offered which I pre- 
sume will not be debated, and it may be disposed 
of in the course of an hour, or less time. ‘There 
is certainly a majority of the Senate in favor of 
the bill. That has been conceded on the other 
side, in the course of the debate. The bill might 
have been passed before, if I could have com- 
manded the votes of that majority. If Senators 
will stay in their seats and will vote, that bill can 
be taken up and disposed of in the course of an 
hour, at the furthest, | presume. If this measure 
is taken up, it must occupy at least a week. Itis 
a bill which cannot pass without debate. Itisa 
bill which the Democratic party of this country 
has been committed against for thirty years past, 
and I presume, with the majority which that party 
has in the Senate, it cannot pass. I trust it can- 
not. IT know it cannot without a protracted de- 
bate. Now, sir, if any action is to be taken upon 
the bill which I had the honor to present to the 
Senate to repeal the fishing bounties, I trust it will 
be taken now, and I hope it will not be postponed 
when we are within an hour of the close of its 
consideration for the sake of this bill, which will 
ocenpy a week, or at least considerable time. 

Mr. STUART. If there is anything import- 
ant at this stage of the session itis to act and not 
to speak, and [ will endeavor to profit by that 

opinion. I only desire, therefore, to say that the 
friends of this measure do not intend to discuss 
it. Itis a measure which explains itself. The 
reading of the bill prepares every Senator to vote 
upon ites well as if it were discussed a month. 
if the friends of the fishing bounty repeal wish 
to discuss this measure, and thereby keep back 
theirs, that is a matter they have in their own 
hands; they can do as they choose about it. 

But, sir, I wish to protest against the authority 
of my honorable friend from Alabama, as well as 
his historical statement. I deny his authority to 
make party questions, and I deny the correctness 
of his historical statement that this Is a party 
question, or has ever been made so. There has 
not been a question as to the granting of lands 
presented to the Senate that has been tested on a 
party division; and this is simply a proposition 
to grant less than six million acres, whereas it is 
but a short time since we passed a law—in 1855— 
under which there have been granted about sixty 
million acres. 
majority, and approved by a Democratic Presi- 
dent. 1 desire simply to say that all [ wish is to 
have a vote. lLask for the yeasand nays on this 
proposition to postpone, and let the Senate decide 
the question according to its pleasure. 

The vers and nays were ordered. 

Mr PUGH. What is the question now? Let 





] trust that motion will not pre- 


| parts of laws allowing bounties to vessels em- | 


me understand it. Is it to postpone the bill re- 
vealing the fishing bounties? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wiilstate 
the question. Itis moved and seconded to post- 
pone the special orders with a view to continue 
the consideration of the bill granting lands for 
agricultural colleges. 

Mr. JOU NSON, of Tennessee. I understand 
that the proposition is to postpone all the special 
orders. I shall vote against it. 

Mr. MASON. I think the Senator who asked 
fo have the bill taken up will be disappointed if 
he expects it to pass without debate. It may be 
the policy of that Senator and those who think 
with him to-let the bill pass as smoothly as may 
be; but as far as I understand it, it is presenting 
anew pokcy to the country altogether, being a 
direct appropriation from the Treasury for the 
encouragement of schools of agriculture—a direct 
appropriation from the Treasury, in the form of 
public lands, it is true, but it is in effect the pub- 
lic money to be appropriated in that manner. I 
am notaware that it has been known so far to the 
legislation of the country to make these general 
appropriations through all the States. I shall 
deem tt my duty, for one,'to expose its character, 
as I look at it, fully to the people whom I repre- 
sent, and | presume that the disposition of other 
Senators is to do the same thing. Considering 
the character of the bill, | should look upon my- 
self as derelict to a very great degree if I did not 
do all in my power to expose its character to the 
people of my State, at least; so that if the Senator 
thinks he can get it through without debate, he 
will be disappointed. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Broderick, Cameron, Chan- 
dier.Clark, Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, King, 


Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Sumner, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—-26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, 
Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, 
Henderson, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, John- 
son of Tennessee, Jones, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, 
Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Thompson of New Jersey, 
Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—29. 

So the motion of Mr. Sruart was not agreed 
to. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair calls up 
the special order 


Mr. SEWARD. 





I move to postpone the spe- 


| cial orders for the purpose of taking up the bill for 


the preservation of the harbor of Chicago; on which 
motion | ask for the yeas and nays. 
* The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will state that this is the 
first of a series of bills for the protection of har- 
bors; and that, if this motion shall prevail, and 
the bill pass, I shall expect to call up the others 


| in their order. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yens 22, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, 
Stuart, Sumner, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Bright, Brown, Clay. Clingman, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, 
Gwin, Hammond, Henderson, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Shields, 
Slidell. Thomson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wright, and Yu- 
lee—J4. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


FISHING BOUNTIES. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The first special 
order is the bill (S. No, 10) repealing all laws or 


ployed in the bank or other cod fisheries. The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ilinois, [Mr. Trumputy,] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ae) 


| Theamendment of the Senator from Rhode Islan 


| was to add: 


"yr 
That was done by a Democratic | 





Sec.2. That all duties on salt imported into the United 
States from and after the 3lst day of December, 1859, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The amendment of the Senator from Illinois is, 
after the word * salt,’ to insert, ** and sugar. ”’ 
The Chair thinks some question of order was 


| raised in regard to these amendments a few days 


ago. 


“Mr. HUNTER. Ishould like to have the sense | 
of the Senate on the question of order that was | 
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raised the other day on this subject. We have 
been acting for many years on the idea that we 
had no right to originate in the Senate a measure 
to alter the tariff; that that was a matter which 


| belonged exclusively tothe other House. I should 


be glad to believe that we had the power. It ig 
one of the few things in the Constitution which 
I would amend if I had the power to doit. Ihave 
always supposed, and the opinion of the Senate, 
I think, ever since I have been here, has been, 
that that was the settled rule of the body. There 
certainly was such a decision when Mr. MeDuthe 
attempted to introduce achange in the tariff,which 
change consisted in a reduction. The bill which 
he introduced was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, at the head of which was Mr. Evans, of 
Maine. The Finance Committee returned the bill, 
with a resolution that the Senate had no consti- 


tutional authority to originate such a measure, 


and recommending its indefinite postponement. 
It was indefinitely postponed, I believe, there being 
a minority of only four in the Senate against it, 
Ever since then we have been acting on the sup- 
position—I know it is so with the Finance Com- 
mittee, of which I have been a member ever since 
I have been here—that we have no right to ori- 
ginate measures of this sort even by way of reduc- 
tion. I should be glad to have a decision of the 
Senate on that point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
hear the suggestions of any Senator on the point 
of order. 

Mr. STUART. I only wish to say on this 
subject that it seems to me there can be no ques- 
tion of the authority of the Senate. I think this 
ease clearly distinguishable from the one alluded 
to by the honorable Senator from Virginia. That 
was a bill which proposed to establish the rules 
for the raising of revenue. True, it lessened the 
scale; but still it would have been a bill to raise 
revenue if it passed. Now, sir, if all the duties 
were forty per cent., it certainly would not be 
competent to originate in the Senate a bill which 


| would change the law, and make the duties but 


| raise revenue. 


twenty per cent., because that would be a bill to 
But to repeal an existing duty is 
not to raise revenue; and I see no difficulty in 
carrying our authority to the extent of repealing 
the existing law; but you can substitute nothing 
in its place. If you were to repeal the entire tariff 
law, you would not originate a bill to raise reve- 
nue; you would only make it necessary to ori- 
ginate one, and that would have to be done in the 
other House. So, I say, applying the rule sug- 


| gested by the Senator from Virginia to its fullest 


extent, this does not go beyond the authority of 
the Senate. Receiving a proposition to repeal an 
existing duty upon an article is not uriginating a 
bill to raise revenue. But this is a clause of the 
Constitution which is to be fairly construed, like 
all others. I think, as I said, it is clear that the 


| distinction between thisand the bill alluded to by 
the honorable Senator is a manifest distinction. 


That was a bill changing the revenue system; 


' and, had it become a law, it would have been the 


| law under which revenue was raised, and would 


‘| on an article. 


have originated in the Senate, which would have 
been in violation of the Constitution. 

I do not think the point very important, so far 
as this question is concerned; but it is important 
asa general principle, and I should be very sorry 
to see the Senate decide that they could not ori- 
ginate an amendment repealing the existing duty 
It seems to me that it would be a 
construction of the Constitution not warranted 
by its letter, and certainly not by its intent. I 
think that cases can be referred to. ‘The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Green] has placed in my 
hands a case where a bill was originated here to 
repeal the duty on salt. It came from the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator will find 
that he has not stated the case correctly. Suppose 
the Committee on Finance were to introduce a bill 
here which corresponded with the present tarifl 
precisely, except that it made salt free. I pre- 
sume everybody would say they could not do 
that. We could not originate a tariff Lill which 
should be exactly like the present one, with the 
exception that it made salt free. Yet, although 
we could not do that, because the Senate cannot 
originate such bills, we may introduce an amend- 
ment which would accomplish precisely the same 
purpose. That is to say, we can, by the action 
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1858. 
at the Senate, substitute for a tariff which em- 
pracesaduty on salt, another tariff which imposes 
no such duty. ‘Thatis the proposition. I deny 
it, That is a very different case from the one 
which the Senator puts of an entire repeal of all 
duties. I suppose we could do that; because that 
would leave no other revenue bill in the place of 
the old one; but if the Senate were to repeal this | 
duty it would make another revenue bill in place | 
of the old one. But, as I said before, my only | 
purpose is to get a decision of the Senate on the 
point. sabres 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator from Virginia 
will withdraw the question of order, and let us 
vote on the amendment. It is evident we are 
wasting a great deal of time on it. Iam for the 
original bill; and I intend to vote against every 
amendment thatis designed to fetter it; and there- 
fore, without looking into the merits of these 
amendments, | am prepared to vote against them, 
and adhere to the original bill. I think we had 
better come to a vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to correct a supposi- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia in regard to the 
bill to which he refers. That was introduced here 
in 1844. He says it was decided to be out of 
order. That point was never decided; but the 

uestion was taken on the proposition itself, which 
had but four members on this floor in its favor. | 
J think that is the correct view. | 
| 

| 


Mr. HUNTER. I have looked at it lately. 
The question was taken on a resolution to post- | 
pone it indefinitely, because it was unconstitu- | 
tional; and the Senator voted for it himself. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly I voted for the 
indefinite postponement, because I was, opposed | 
to the bill; and the bill was postponed. In such 
a case as that, the objection of the Senator from | 
Virginia would apply, as I said the other day; | 
because that bill, if passed, would have been the 
law under which the revenues would have been 
collected. I think, when the Senator introduced 
a bill here to issue Treasury notes and supply | 
funds to the Government, he went much further 
to infringe this provision of the Constitution than 
we should do by striking out a duty on an article 
and make itfree. That is not so much a revenue 


measure as the bill to issue Treasury notes. I || 





suppose there is no difficulty about this. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The provision of the 
Constitution which forbids the origination of rev- 
enue bills in the Senate, is, I presume, copied 
from English precedents. There the popular 
branch alone is authorized to originate bills for the 
raising of revenue. It has been adopted in our | 
form of government rather with reference to the 
precedent than with any regard to the reason of 
the case. We are as much the representatives of 
the country as the members of the other House. 


The reason of the.interdiction in England as to |! 


one branch of the legislative body, does not apply 
here. There the Government is so framed that 
members of that body may be created at pleasure | 


by the Crown, and a majority made for the occa- || 


sion. It cannot be sohere. The reason does not 
apply. I see no reason why the Senate should 
be over astute on this question to limit its own 
powers, to confine itself within stricter rules than | 
a liberal construction of our Constitution would 
justify. I am not for surrendering a particle of 
the power which we can justly claim for the Sen- 
ate. 

By the Constitution we are forbidden to originate 
an act raising revenue. Now, can we not abol- 
ish or repeal a law for raising revenue? Can that 
be considered, in any fair sense of the term as ap- 
plied here, as raising revenue? It would be a 
strange contradiction to common ears to be told 
that a prohibition to raise revenue is a prohibi- 
tion to abolish revenue. There are some cases | 


where the reduction of a duty would increase rev- |, 





enue; and where that is the object, such a meas- 
ure would come within the prohibition of the Con- 
stitution, because it woute be really for raising | 
and increasing revenue. Byt the entire abolition | 
of any particular duty or branch of revenue can- | 
not, by any possible means, have that effect. By 
diminishing the duty in some cases you might in- 


Tie £9 


| 
1} 
| 
| 


| right and wrong. 


tradictory conclusion is drawn from the terms of 
the Constitution, that we are divested of the power 
of relieving the people from a duty because we 
are inhibited from imposing a duty on the people ! 

I differ entirely on the constitutional question 


| from my honorable friend from Virgima; but, 


whether [ am right or wrong in that, | am quite 
clear that we cannot impose the decision of such 
a constitutional question upon the Chair as a mere 
question of order. We can neither impose it upon 
you, sir, nor can we rid ourselves of the respons- 
ibility of deciding it. Whether a great measure 
is constitutional or not is not a question of order. 
It rises altogether above it. It does not relate to 
the proceedings of the body; it is the solemn de- 
cision and adjudication of the Senate upon a great 
matter of law, and constitutional law. Iam sur- 
prised, then, to suppose that gentlemen should 
regard this as a question of order, and think to 
have it ruled from us by the decision of the Pre- 
siding Officer of this body. There can be no such 
thing. It can neither be imposed upon him, nor 
by any decision can you take from us the right 
of adjudicating as we think proper; nor ought it 
to be done. 

Mr. GREEN. I agree with the Senator from 
Kentucky that this is not a proper question of or- 
der. It appeals to the Senate whether the prop- 
osition be constitutional or not. But we havea 
precedent here, and in the absence of argument I 
think precedents very safe to follow. I see that, 
in 1846—when the Senate was as able, perhaps, 
as it ever was, before or since; when there were 
such men here as Calhoun, Houston of Texas, 
Mangum of North Carolina, Simmons of Rhode 
Island, Aller of Ohio, Bagby of Alabama, Crit- 
tenden of Kentucky, McDuffie of South Carolina, 
Niles of Connecticut, Pearce of Maryland, Ben- 
ton of Missouri, Bright of Indiana, Cass of Mich- 

| igan, Clayton of Delaware, Dickinson of New 
| York, Johnson of Maryland, Rusk of Texas, 
Webster of Massachusetts, Yulee of Florida, and 
so on—precisely a similar bill was brought in and 
| reported from the Committee on Finance, in the 
Senate, and no question raised as to the constitu- 
| tionality of the proceeding. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. What was the bill? 
| Mr.GREEN. The title of the bill was: **A 
bill to repeal the acts laying duty on imported 

salt, and to repeal also the bill granting certain 
fishing bounties and_allowances to fishing vessels 
in lieu of a drawback of the duties paid on for- 
eign salt used on the fish exported.’’ It was 
brought in by Mr. Benton, from the Committee 
on Finance, of which Mr. Calhoun was chair- 
man, all of these distinguished men being then in 
the Senate; and no question of Constitution or of 
order was raised, 

Mr.HUNTER. Mr. Calhoun was neverchair- 
man of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr.GREEN. The Journal shows that he was 
chairman. Ido not know; I have the Journal 
before me, and it says Mr. Calhoun was chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GWIN. What is the date? 

Mr. GREEN. Eighteen hundred and forty- 
six. Here is the Journal; look at it. Here were 


for the purpose of showing that they did not be- 
lieve that a bil! repealing «a duty came in conflict 
| with the provision of the Constitution which said 


| that bills raising revenue must originate in the 
| House of Representatives. There is no difficulty 
/about that. But, as the Senator from Kentucky 
| properly said, even if there were difficulty, it isa 
constitutional difficulty, and nota difficulty grow- 
ing out of the rules of the Senate; and the Pre- 


siding Officer of this body is to decide the rules of | 


| this body, and not constitutional questions. Con- 


every Senator. We have aright to vote upon 
| them, and decide according to our own notions of 
é Enough of that. 
1 had intended at first to vote for the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island to repeal 
the duty on salt. I looked upon it as a tax upon 
the common necessities of the people. The poor 
man has to use as much salt as the rich man, and 


crease importations and increase revenue. We |! 1 think it an unfair mode of taxation; but the 


have no right to do that. 


But to abolish revenue || duty has been reduced so low—to fifteen per cent. 


and to raise revenue, are terms directly in con- || ad valorem, amounting to only about two cents a 


tradiction to each other; and of two contradictory 


bushel—and as it might endanger the passage of 
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the distinguished Senators—and I only name them || 


stitutional questions appeal to the judgment of | 
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perfectly constitutional, to make the proposition. 
It is according to the uniform precedents when 
the greatest men this country ever produced were 
in the Senate; but as it may endanger the pass- 
age of the bill, and as this duty is not very bur- 
densome, I will now vote against the amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I trust the Senator from Virginia 
will withdraw the question of order; and let us 
take a vote directly on the amendments which are 
yroposed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, with 
the leave of the Senate, will make a very brief 
statement in connection with this point of order. 
The Senator from Virginia objected to the amend- 
ments repealing the duties upon salt and sugar as 
not in order, upon the ground that they were 
against the clause of the Constitution which says 
that revenue bills shall originate in the House of 
Representatives. The Chair indicated the other 
day that he did not suppose it to be within his 
sphere to decide that question oforder. Undoubt- 
edly in one sense it isa point of order; for accord- 
ing to the standard of our proceedings, the law 
governing the proceedings of the body is com- 
posed of the precepts of the Constitution and of 
the rules of the body, and, where they are silent, 
of the parliamentary law; but it is quite obvious 
that it is one of those points of order the Chair 
ought never to attempt to decide, and if he was 
to do so it would involve very great and disa- 
greeable consequences, and that mode of proceed - 
ing would soon become obnoxious to the Senate. 
The Chair, however, will take the view of the 
Senate upon that objection, for it is in the broad- 
est sense a question of order. It is a question 
whether the amendment is or is notin order. If 
insisted upon, the Chair will put the question, 
**Is this amendment in order ?”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. I retainthe same opinion. I 
do not believe it isin order; and I will merely say, 
before I conclude, that this is not obnoxious to 
the objection that is raised, that the Chair cannot 
rule out propositions merely because they are un- 
constitutional. That I admit; but there are cer- 
tain constitutional rules of order. One is that one 
fifth of the members present shall have the yeas 
| and nays recorded if they desire it. Whether 
| there were any provision in your book of rules 
| on that subject or not, thereis a rule on the subject 
which you would be forced to apply. So I think 
there is a constitutional rule of order in regard to 
the origination of money bills. But I have been 
asked by my friends, particularly by the gentle- 
man who has managed the bill, to withdraw the 
point of order; and saving to myself the right to 
renew it hereafter if it should come up on some 
other question, I will now withdraw it; not be- 
aad do not believe it is well taken, but that I 
may not embarrass the progress of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question then 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not propose to take 
any part in this discussion, nor do I now; but 
this amendment has placed a new phase upon the 
whole matter. My constituents are in favor of 
repealing the duty on sugar. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri says the amount is so small, 
and so utterly insignificant 

Mr. GREEN. No; it was sali I spoke of. The 
Senator has mistaken salt for sugar. [Laughter. } 

Mr. CHANDLER. A very natural mistake. 
| [Laughter.] Il was merely goin, to correct him 
| on that point, but I stand corrected myself. We 
| are in favor of the repeal of the duty on both su- 
| gar and salt. We have very little interest in this 
| fishing bounty; yet, believing that it is valuable, 
that it results in good, I shall vote against the re- 
peal of the bounty. I am fora tariff justly dis- 
criminating in favor of American productions; but 
there should be some parity between the articie 
produced and the amount of duties levied as pro- 

tection. 
| Now, how does it stand on sugar? Jn 1855, 
the whole duties on sugar amounted to $3,985,600; 
' und in 1857, they amounted to $12,478,000. In 
1850, the whole product of sugar in the United 
States was $12,378,000. It would have been 
cheaper for us to have purchased the entire crop 
of sugar and thrown it into the sea, than to have 
| levied this duty npon the people of the United 
| States. The gentleman from Missouri says he is 
_in favor of free salt, because itis an article of uni- 


| 





| 


propositions, as I understand, one must be true, | a bill to rid us of a great evil, | shall vote against || versal consumption. Sir, salt is no more an ar- 
and the other must be false. Now, here the con- |! this amendment. I believe it perfectly in order, |) ticle of universal consumption at the North than 
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sugar. It is eminently the poor man’s luxury; it 
18 a necessity with him. Its consumption is enor- 
mous, I trust that this amendment will prevail; 
and, while I should not vote for the bill without 
it, if the amendment be adupted, I shall vote for 
the bill as amended; for I consider the benefit re- 
sulting from the repeal of the duty on sugar greater 
than any benefit that may result from the conun- 
uance of the fishing bounty. 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Suipe..] gave notice that, if this amendment pre- 
vailed, he should move, as an amendment, a pro- 
vision abolishing all custom-houses. I do not 
know but that I am prepared for that proposition, 
if there is no other way to stop the enormous 
extravagance that now reigns through all the 
branches of this Government, and then come to 
directtaxation. I should be glad to see your army 
of custom-house officers all over the United States 
abolished. ‘They are mere partisans. They are 
not piaced in office to perform their duties as offi- 
cers of this Government, but to act as politicians; 
and I should be glad to see them swept off the 
face of the earth as officers of this Government— 
I do not mean swept off literally, but figuratively. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ina Pickwickian sense. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Put it in that light. Ido 
not pledge myself to vote for that proposition 
when it comes up, but I should take it into very 
serious consideration; and I do net know that I 
might not vote for it. Why, sir, if your custom- 
houses were done away with, and you resorted 
to direct taxation in order to obtain the amount 
of money now expended by the Government— 
$70,000,000 annually—you would have to levy 
upon each congressional districta tax of $300,000. 
Now, sir, leta Representative in the other House 
go home to his constituents, and say, ‘I have 
voted to tax you $300,000, and the collectors will 
be around in due process of time’’—how many of 
them do you suppose could stand up before their 
constituents in the face of such a tax as that? 
Aiabama has seven Representatives in the other 
House. Her proportion of this direct tax would 
be $2,100,000, in gold and silver, to be collected 
from the State of Alabama, and carted up to 
Washington. Sir, do you not believe it would 
lead to prudence in our expenditure of money? I 
fear there is no other way to bring the expenses 
of this Government down to a fair basis, except 
direct taxation. Let the Representative meet his 
constituents with the bills, and they will call him 
to a rigid account. Under that system, I believe 
you woukl see the expenses of this Government 
reduced from $70,000,000 to $35,000,000 in less 
than two years. Ido not say that I should vote 
for that; but I should like to see the present Ad- 
ministration try the experiment. 

The votes of Alabama in the last presidential 
clection were seventy-five thousand in all. The 
average assessment upon each voter, ** poor white 
folks’’ and all,in the State of Alabama, would be 
about thirty dollars to the man. Well, sir, lL im- 
agine that some of those Alabamians would want 
to know where the money went to before they 
paid their thirty dollars a head. Louisiana has 
four Representatives, and her proportion would 
be $1,200,000 in gold and silver. Her votes at 
the last presidential election, in 1856, were forty- 
two thousand; and inthe State of Louisiana thirty 
dollars to the man, including ‘* poor white folks,”’ 
would be the amount to be levied in gold and sil- 
ver and carted up to Washington. I should like 
to see the honorable Senator from Louisiana meet 
that statement before his constituents, and justify 
is vote of $70,000,000 for the current expenses 
of this Government. Let the proposition be 
brought in—the sooner the better; and I should 
be glad to see this Administration adopt the pol- | 
icy; but, sir, it would be swept out of existence 
forever the moment the people had an opportu- 
nity to get at the men who cast the votes. 

Mississippi gave sixty thousand votes at the 
presidential election, and has four Representa- 
uves, In Mississippi the proportion would be 
about twenty dollars a man. Florida cast eleven 
thousand votes, and has one Representative; it 
would amount to about twenty dollars there. Vir- 
vinia has thirteen Representatives, and one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand votes. Her proportion 
would be $3,900,000 annually, or twenty-six 
dollars for every man in the State of Virginia. 
I should like to see the State of Virginia pay ' 

‘ 


$3,900,000, in direct taxes, to support this Gov- | 
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ernment. Sir, you would see economy, you wou!d 
feel economy, in every vote that was cast in this 


body or the other House, under direct taxation. | 


Let it come. 

North Carolina has eight members, and casts 
eighty thousand votes. Her proportion would be 
$2,400,000 of direct taxes—nearly thirty dollars 
per man. Georgia has eight Representatives, and 
casts eighty-nine thousand votes, and her propor- 
tion would be $2,400,000, or twenty-five dollars 
per man, with the present expenditures of this 
Government. What they may be one year hence, 
God knows, at the rate we are going on in squan- 
dering the money of the people. Sir, I should 
like to see the honorable Senator bring in his 
proposition. I do not say how I shall vote upon 
it, I trust this amendment will be adopted, and 
that we may see free sugar and free salt, and then 
I will vote for the bill—not otherwise. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire to say a word, sim- 
ply for the purpose of notifying my constituents 
that I am attentive to their interests here, and not 
with the view of being drawn into a side issue, 
such as is presented by the Senator from Michi- 
gan. So far as the duty on sugar is concerned, 
we know that the amendmentis merely presented 
to this bill with a view of defeating the fishing 
bounty bill; and lam not goihg to discuss that 
question under such circumstances. [t is not put 
forward as a serious proposition. The very men 
who propose it, and who are going to vote for it 
now, know thatthey donot intend tocarry out the 
purpose they pretend to have. They know that 
the Government cannot do without the duty on 
sugar this year; and they know further that the 
duty on sugar is not to be reduced by itself, any 
more than the duty on salt or any other particular 
article; but that the tariffis always to a altered 


when necessary as a general subject which re- | 


quires revision, according to the interests of all 
parts of the Union combined. 
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| particularly it is not a time to repeal the duty on 


| silk and satin. I do not believe in either. 


sugar. I was very sorry to hear the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Stipevv]} say the other day that 


| if we agreed to this amendment, repealing the 


duty on sugar, he would then move to repeal the 
duties on textile fabrics. I am not in the habit 
of saying that I will or will not vote for one propo- 
sition, if another happens to receive the favorable 
action of the Senate. He seems to take the ground 
that we shall have taxed sugar and salt, or free 
I want 
to get the revenue in the most legitimate way [ 
can get it. 


I disagree, too, with the reasoning of my hon- 


| orable friend from Michigan about the effect of the 


twelve million duty collected last year on sugar, 


| He said it was so great a tax on the people that 


we had better buy the crop of Louisiana and 


| throw it into the ocean. Now, sir, [ believe that 


if it were not for the crop of Louisiana we should 
pay a greater tax than we now do. I amaware 
that some Senators, in the discussion of this bill 
have intimated that the old-fashioned doctrine of 


protection has become so obsolete that no one 


will rise up and defend it. I believe that enuncia- 
tion was made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr, 
Pueu] in connection with his remarks stating his 
disposition to get rid of the bounties, paid, as he 
said, to these aristocratic fishermen. That was the 


| first time I ever heard fishermen, Cape Cod fisher- 


| keep up I 


I will say one word in relation to this question | 


of revenue which the Senator from Michigan has 
brought forward, as gentlemen around me may 
not be quite familiar with the facts. He compares 
the duties paid on sugar last year with those paid 
some six or eight years ago. Why, sir, itisa 
matter known to every one that last year, owing 
to unfortunate accidents to the crop, the crop of 
Louisiana was reduced lower than itever has been 
reduced since it became worthy of being called a 
sugar-producing State; and, under that state of 


things, the people of this country were saddled | 


with an enormous increase of the foreign pur- 


chase of sugar, Louisiana not furnishing the sup- || 


ply which she usually furnishes. Consequently, 


the duties collected ran up very suddenly from | 


three or four to twelve million dollars. Let the 
gentleman lcok at the end of this year again, 
and tell me what has become of the revenue of 
$12,000,000 on sugar? It will be back to $3,000,000, 
because the crop is a fair one. These contingen- 
cies occur in the cultivation of a crop of that kind, 
which is somewhat forced in our climate; liable 
to be cut off either by inundations or by early 
frosts, or by very late frosts. They have occurred 
once or twice in the history of that cultivation. 
The year 1857 produced the smallest crop ever 


produced by Louisiana since sugar has really been || 


the principal culture of the State. From that acci- 
dental cause, there was an enormous increase of 
importation, and the price became enormously 
high by reason of the failure of the crop, and the 


men particularly, called aristocrats; but the Sena- 


| tor from Ohio thinks they are about the greatest 


aristocrats in the world. 

Mr. PUGH. I think any man who is sup- 
ported taxing the rest of the community to 

is business is an aristocrat. That is my 

definition of the term. 

Mr. SIMMONS. These men are hard-work- 
ing ‘* aristocrats.’’ 

Mr. PUGH. I do not care whether they work 
or not; they tax other hard-working men. 

Mr.SIMMONS. Every man to his taste. I 
do not complain particularly of the terms applied 
to these men; but when we have a proposition to 
reduce their wages from twelve to eleven dollars 
a month—for that I take it will be the effect of the 
bill—I do not want to apply any opprobrious epi- 
thet to them, or call them aristocrats. 

Mr. PUGH. I did not aprly any such term as 
the Senator mentions; but, as the Senator has 


| chosen to speak of it, perhaps for the purpose of 
| prolonging this matter, | will say that | consider 


it the essence of all aristocracy that a man should 
be supported by taxation on the body of the com- 
munity. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought the Senator called 
them aristocrats, or something like that. 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, sir, as to this matter 
of sugar, I suppose every one will admit, after 


| our last year’s experience, that it would be better 


importation being so largely increased for the || 


same purpose. Itis no ordinary state of things 
that produces that result. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I do not suppose there is 


any necessity for debating this proposition; but | 


the Senator from Louisiana made a remark, and 
threw his hand this way, conveying the impres- 
sion, without, perhaps, meaning any personal 
allusion, that there was a plan on this side of the 
Chamber to vote for this amendment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I had not the remotest idea 
of anything of the kind. 
was an unfortunate one. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 


lam sorry my gesture | 


I do not intend, myself, to | 


vote for the repeal of the duty on sugar, although | 


there may be some good reasons given for it, or 


for the repeal of the duty on salt, or the repeal of | 


the fishing bounties; I am against the whole; I 


| am sorry to disagree with my worthy colleague 


in reference to the salt duty. I do not believe 


. this is atime to repeal duties of any kind, and 


| 





to have the duty specific. Last year the price of 
sugar being double the ordinary price, and the 
duty being thirty per cent. ad valorem, it was just 
double in amount what it had been the previous 
year; and thus we had adouble duty at precisely 
the time when we needed very little, et when it 
did not benefit the planters. This is the effect of 
the modern system of levying a percentage on the 


| value of the article imported as duty. Last year, 


the sugar crop having failed in this country, and 
the price having gone to double the ordinary 
amount in other sugar-growing countries, and 
our duty being a percentage on the value of the 
imported article, we doubled the amount of duties 


| ata time when there wasa famine in the land as 


to sugar. That is the effect of levying duties by 
the ad valorem system instead of having specific 
rates. If we had a duty of a cent or a cent and 
a half a pound on sugar, which would do some 
good when the price was low, and give the pro- 
ducers here a chance for our market, it would not 
be a burden when the price was high. I have 
always been in favor either of a specific rate of 
duty, or of fixing fdr each article a specific value 
in the law, on which value to lay the duty. That 
used to be the distinction between protectionists 
and free-traders. We never have had any prac- 
tical free-traders in this country. Persons have 
borrowed the term for the purpose of making a 
vicious system popular by putting a popular name 
to it—‘* free.’’ The old-fashioned notion about 
protection was, that the duties should be certain 
and specific, and that was the very controversy 
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here twelve years ago, when the tariff system was 


altered. Anybody who will take the trouble to 
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|| of thirty per cent., but because of the circum- 


look into the facts will see that, for three years | 
afier 1846, when we changed our duties from the | 


specific to the ad valorem system, the duties actu- 


ally rose. The amount of duty increased for the | 
first three years under the operation of the bill | 


we repealed last spring, and yet that bill was 
called a great reduction of duties and a vast ap- 
proach towards free trade. 

| suppose the amendment now before the Sen- 


ate has been suggested simply with a view of call- | 


ing attention to the fact that the benefits of laws 
for revenue are Shared by all sections of the coun- 
try, and in some degree to bring back the Senate 
toa rational consideration of these subjects. Until 


this proposition for the repeal of the duty on salt | 


was offered, I did not know that there was salt now 
manufactured upon the Atlantic coast of this coun- 
try; | supposed there was some salt in the interior 
that was protected by its location, ees by 
reason of the cost of transportation to the place 
of consumption. If, however, there is any inter- 
est that will be interfered with by the repeal of the 


salt duty, | am against that repeal. I am against | 


any other proposition that will tend to depress | 


any branch of the industry of this country, no 
matter where it is located; it makes no difference 
to me whether it is in Louisiana, or in the interior 
of New York, or in Missouri. I am sorry to see 


it connected with this bill, but it is legitimately | 


connected with it. ‘The Senator from Alabama 


says he has had the repeal of the fishing bounties | 
in contemplation for eighteen months, but when | 
the regulation of our system of revenue comes to | 


be considered carefully it will be found that it af- 
fects the whole length and breadth of this land. 
Ishould be very glad if the Senator from Ala- 
bama would agree to postpone this bill for a little 


while, because it seems to me there are some in- | 
dications that seamen may be wanted for the pur- | 
poses indicated when this debate commenced, as | 
the object for which the fisheries were encouraged. | 


Mr. HAMLIN. I have no disposition to de- 
bate this matter, but I want to enter my decided 


and firm-settled opinion against the proposition | 


| stance of the encouragement given to the cultiva- 
tion of sugar in this country, and the competition 
between sugar produced in our country and for- 
eign sugar. That was my proposition—not that 
it was nakedly on account of the duty. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I look upon the duty on 
sugar as one of the most objectionable of all the 
duties that are laid in this country. The produc- 
tion of sugar is confined to a very Manited exgent 
of country. According to the statistics which I 
have before me, only four hundred thousand acres 
of land are cultivated in the production of sugar 
in this country. The whole number of planters 
engaged in the raising of sugar was but two thou- 
sand six hundred and eighty-one when the cen- 
sus of 1850 was taken. Last year we paid in 

| duties $12,478,000 on this single article. 
whole value of the sugar crop was less than that. 
The whole value of the sugar crop raised in the 
United States was less than the amount of duties 
which we paid on that one article. 

Now, sir, sugar is an article which enters into 
universal consumption; it is one of the necessaries 
of life; and it cannot be raised, as the Senator 
from Louisiana has admitted in the remarks he 
has just submitted to the Senate, except by a sort 
of forced cultivation, in this country. I think, 
at the last Congress, we made an appropriation 

out of the public Treasury to send a vessel abroad 
to procure cuttings of sugar-cane for these two 
thousand six hundred southern planters, for 
whese benefit we are paying this enormous tax 
on a common article of universal use throughout 
the country. Why,I ask, should a few planters 
be pampered in this way? I know we must raise 
a revenue to defray the expenses of Government; 
but why not raise that revenue upon articles which 
all use, if you please, so that we may pay equally? 
Why not give usa bounty upon other agricultural 
products, where we may find, in some particular 
portion of the country, four hundred thousand 
acres of land ‘which, by a sort of hot-house cul- 


|| tivation, would produce a particular article. I 
presume it would be possible, by great labor and 


which was Jaid down by the Senator from Lou- | 


‘jana. If I understood him, he distinctly stated 
wnat the increased price of sugars (I suppose he 
might say, or certainly ought to have said, all 
over the world,) during the last year, was owing 
to the failure of the sugar crop in Louisiana. He 
did not say all over the world; I suppose he meant 


to confine it here; but he might just as well have | 


said all over the world. Now, sir, the diminu- 
tion of the sugar crop in Louisiana was not a 
single drop in the great ocean of the world. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 


enter into the discussion of that with me at the 


I think if the Senator will | 


proper time, he will find that the statement he is | 


now making is utterly without foundation. 
Mr. HAMLIN. ie 


lave simply risen for the | 


purpose of offering my opinion as briefly as did | 


the Senator. 
Now we will adjourn that question to a proper 
time, when we will discuss it. 
causes, the vast amount raised and consumed in 
other portions of the world, commercial specula- 
tions, and a hundred other causes contributed to 
produce that result; and I repeat again, all the 
sugar raised in Louisiana was not an ounce in the 
uncounted tons that were produced. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to correct the Sen- 


I say that other | 


He affirms the doctrine; I deny it. | 


as to the motive with which this amendment to | 


repeal the duty on sugar was offered. I am for 
repealing the duty on sugar in good faith; and if 
that amendment be added to this bill, 1 shall vote 
to pass the bill. My amendment is not offered 
for the purpose of killing the bill; and the Sena- 


tor from Alabama can have my vote in support of | 


the bill if this amendment repealing the duties 


upon salt and sugar shall be added to it. Sogen- | 


tlemen need not apprehend, so far as 1 am con- 
cerned, that the bill is to be defeated by the adop- 
tion of this amendment; and I disagree totally 
with the idea advanced by my friend from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Simmons.] I do not believe that 
sugar is cheaper because we pay a duty of twenty- 
live or thirty per cent. upon the value of the sugar 
which is imported into this country. I believe 
it adds to the price. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think I stated distinctly, 
hot¢hat sugar was cheaper betause of the duty 


expense, to produce many of the articles not in- 
digenous to this country; and shall we lay a tax 
for the benefit of a few persons who may wish to 
| engage in the cultivation of such articles? 
I believe, sir, it will be found, as a general rule, 
| that the difference between the price of sugar in 
the West Indies and this country is just about the 
| amount of the duty we impose, with the cost of 
transportation added. Sugar at Havana is less 
than it is in the market of New York, to the ex- 
tent of our duty and the cost of importing it into 
| the market; and I have no doubt that the sugars 
used in this country last year would have cost the 
| people of this country $12,000,000 less than they 
did but for the duty. I never believed in the doc- 
trine that the higher the duty the lower the price. 
So far as our manufactures can be incidentally 
protected in the laying of duties for revenue pur- 
poses, very well. We have to raise revenue; and 
if, in raising revenue, we can benefit anybody, lL 
am very glad to do it; but I am a disbeliever to- 
tally in the doctrine that the price is reduced by 


The | 


raising the duty. I recollect, in one of the election- | 


| eering campaigns that occurred in the Westa few 

years ago, when there was some discussion on 
_ the tariff question, there was a torchlight proces- 
| sion got up at night in one of our little towns. It 


muddy town. The mud was ankle deep. The 
procession was out in the rain, and among others 
| a tall, gangling sort of man, with his pantaloons 
tucked into his boots, was treading along through 
the mud witha transparency reading, ‘* the deeper 
the mud, the dryer the ground.’’ [Laughter.] I 
think it was just about as reasonable as this idea 

| that the hiner the duty the cheaper the article. 
It was a very good burlesque upon that doctrine. 
Now, sir, [ am in good faith for repealing the 

| duty on sugar, and I ask those gentlemen who are 
opposed to pampering one class of industry at 
|| the expense of another, to come up and help to 
| repeal it. It isa very small number of persons, 
_ less than three thousand, who are benefited by the 
duty on sugar. According to a little statement 


twelve million dollars, and the number of persons 
engaged in raising the sugar being two thousand 
Roe hundred and sixty-one, the bounty per man 


| chanced to bea very rainy night, and it was avery | 
ator from Louisiana, in regard to his supposition || 


|| which I have here, the amount of duty being over | 
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eight dollars is paid by the people of this country 
for the benefit of every man engaged in raising su- 
gar, while the whole sum paid out in bounties to 
fishermen amounts to $300,000, and there are fif- 
teen thousand fishermen, being about twenty dol- 
lars per man. Well, sir, | am not much for the 
fishing bounties; and [ feel very much inclined to 
vote for the bill torepealthem. It is only because 
it seems to have been the settled policy of the 
country from its organization, to pay a bounty to 
encourage the fisheries for the purpose of having 
seamen to man the Navy, that I shall vote against 
the bill, if 1 do vote against it upon the final vote. 
That, however, is a mere mite, compared with 
the enormous duty we pay upon sugar; and while 
we are getting rid of $300,000, let us get rid of 
these $12,000,000. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. GWIN. I shall be prepared to vote for 
the repeal of the duty on salt and sugar, when 
that proposition comes up fairly in a bill to revise 
the tariff; but fam not disposed to put it upon 
this bill, which pertains to another subject en- 
tirely. 

Mr. ALLEN. [introduced the original amend- 
ment as a second section to the bill to repeal the 
duty on salt. I thought, as we were aliae off 
$300,000 bounty paid to the fishermen, we could 
afford to relieve them from the duties they paid 
on the foreign salt consumed in curing the fish 
which they export; but I had no idea, and never 
dreamed of that being connected with the duty on 
sugar, or any articles relating to the general tar- 
iff system. Should this motion prevail to repeal 
the duty on sugar, I shall be obliged to vote 
against my own proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS. The argument of the Senator 
from Illinois directs itself against all those who 
advocate the principles of free trade, and vote 
against this amendment. I think he falls into sev- 
eral very material errors. Those who vote against 
this amendment—for myself, at least, I can speak 
—object to a free list altogether; they want duties 
imposed upon everything; and when you show 
them an article which, in the language of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, is one of universal consump- 
tion, it does not follow, because there is little pro- 
duction of it within the United States, thatit should 
not be the subject of taxation. On the other hand, 
I would say that, just in proportion as it is every 
particle of it imported, so will the duty fall more 
equally on all those who consume it. If an article 
be of domestic production, and a duty be laid on 
that article, and we pay it on the article which is 
imported, we also pay it on that which is pro- 
duced in the country; bat that which we pay on 
the article produced in this country does not go 
into the Treasury: it is taxation for the benefit of 
him who receives it. Ifthe Senator could show 
that the duty which is levied on sugar does not 
rest on the general basis of all other revenue du- 
ties—if he could show that it is what he alleges 
it to be, a duty which is laid for the benefit of a 
favored class—then 1 should unite with him to 
repeal it. Standing as it does, however, upon the 
same general footing with the duty which we lay 
upon all other articles, and being large, sometimes 
enormous, as he represents it, from the failure of 
the crop in the United States, it but serves to fill 
the Treasury, and diffuse the burdens of Govern- 
ment equally upon the great body of consumers. 

But I was struck with the singularity of the 
Senator’s argument in which, from some table, 
he has found the number of planters in Louisi- 
ana. [Ele has discovered the number of persons 
engaged in making sugar, and then, in contradis- 
tinction to those persons, the whole number of 
fishermen. Why did not he give merely the num- 
ber of merchants who owned the vessels? Why 
did he not throw out the men who navigate the 
ships and cure the fish? He threw out the labor 
in the one case; he threw out all the family con- 
nected with the great proprietor in the one case. 
Why did he retain it in the other? Does he not 
see that his comparison is utterly unfair? 

If, in the whole class of articles consumed, there 
be any which deserves the description he gives of 
universal consumption, itis salt. I suppose, when 
he used the term ‘‘universal,’’he must have meant 
‘‘veneral;’’ and if he had used the term general, 





'I should have supposed he must have meant 
| among men. 


Salt, however, extends greatly be- 
yond human consumption. It is consumed by an- 


is $4,658. Four thousand six hundred and fifty- || imals, consumed by domestic fowls and wild 
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fowls. If there be anything, therefore, which 
would relieve the poorer classes of the commu- 
nity, the herdsmen, the pastoral class, it would be 
the exemption from duty of salt; and if I were 
secking thus to confer benefits, salt would be the 
object | would select. But, sir, it is because itis 
of such universal consumption that I think it is 
the proper subject of taxation. All who derive 
the protection of Government should bear a por- 
tion of its burdens; and the duty laid upon an 
article of such universal consumption 1s more 
equally distributed than if it was laid upon an ar- 
ticle more partial in its consumption. So farthen 
from adding to the free list, by withdrawing those 
articles which are of universal consumpuon, I 
much prefer to draw in such articles as tea and 
coffee, which are consumed all over the country, 
and which are made free because a duty on them 
does not benefit some class in the United States, 
made free because a tax on them protects no par- 
ticular industry in our own country. That, I 
think, is no reason at all, for there the whole tax 
collected would go into the Treasury, and they 
would, beyond all other classes of cases, be those 
articles on which the duty levied would be for the 
benefit of the Government. 

I merely rose to correct what I thought was an 
unfair presentation of those who occupy the po- 
sition in which I stand myself, and not to pro- 
long the discussion. I thought it was exhausted, 
and | will not, by going into the topics which have 
been suggested, and which, it seems to me, donot 
belong to the amendment, consume time upon it. 

Mr. WILSON. I rise to say to the Senator 
from Mississippi that the doctrine he has just 
avowed is a doctrine to tax the people of the coun- 
try for the benefit of the property of the country 
—to tax labor for the benefit of capital; and when 
the Congress of the United States settles down 
upon the principle he has avowed, that articles of 
general consumpuon—the absolute necessaries of 
life, articles necessary to all men, rich and poor 
—are the special objects of taxation, then I say 
the time has come for the people of this country 
to overturn this revenue system altogether, as an 
odious and oppressive system, and to establish a 
system of direct taxation upon the property of the 
country. 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose the Senator must have 
misunderstood me. selected no object of special 
taxation; I spoke of those objects which were of 
universal consumption, as being such as most 
properly bear the burdens of Goverument. My 
theory 1s, as long as we collect the revenues by 
duties on imports, to lay duty on everything 
which will pay a duty; and therefore it was that 
I proposed to bring from the free list into the du- 
tiable list two of those articles which had been 
placed there. That is not my theory—nota prin- 
ciple which I present; for the Senator is well 
aware that, on other occasions, have stated that 
I thought the whole theory was wrong; that it 
had led to all the abuses which existed under our 
Government; and 1 would be glad to go back to 
direct taxation. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not think I misappre- 
hended the Senator’s position, and I disagree with 
him altogether. I believe the system of indirect 
taxation by which we support the Government of 
the United States, unless proper discriminations 
are made, is asystem that taxes the poor and la- 
boring masses of the country for the relief of the 
wealthy of the country. The Senator says that, 
as sugar and salt are articles of general or univer- 
sal consumption, a tax upon those articles is just 
and equal. Now, sir, it seems to me that the 
policy of the Government should be this; that 
these and other articles of absolute necessity, used 


by all men, rich and poor, should be taxed as litile | 


as possible, or placed altogether in the free list; 


and that the taxes should be levied upon the arti- | 
cles of luxury; articles consumed chiefly and 


mainly by persons able to consume them; articles 
that are, to a considerable extent, produced in the 
country. ‘This policy would relieve the labor of 


the country, by putting the burdens of ‘taxauon | 


upon the capital of the country; and it would pro- 
tect the labor of the country, by putting the duties 
on articles produced in foreign nations. Sir, this 
system relieves and protects labor, develops the 


productive industry and power of the country, | 


and imposes upon foreign labor and foreign cap- 
ital a portion of the burdens of taxation necessary 
to support the Government. 


| Why, then, press this bill now? 


_ury, now exhausted, if they wish to adopt an eco- | 
| nomical policy, there are opportunities enough to 
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The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Suipex1| told || 
us the other day, with much emphasis of tone | 
and manner, that if the proposition to repeal the | 
duties on sugar was pressed, he should move to 
include all textile fabrics, and go for the aboli- 
tion of custom-houses. Now, sir, I want the 
Senator from Louisiana distinctly to understand 
that the threat he has made has no terror for me || 
—none for the State I represent. Massachusetts 
does not live on your bounty or by your special 
favors. Lbelieve the people of Massachusetts pay, 
in proportion to their numbers, to support this | 
Government, three dollars for every dollar that is 
paid in the western or southern States. There 
are no people in this country, in no State, who | 
are taxed to support the Federal Government so 
highly, in proportion to their numbers, as are the | 
people of the State of Massachusetts. The peo- || 
ple of Rhode Island and Connecticut come, per- 
haps, very near to them. And that grows out of 
our position. We are a commercial, a manufac- 
turing and a mechanical people. Our land is poor, | 
and we produce but little. We consume more | 
largely in proportion toournumbers—vastly more | 
so—articles taxed tosupportthe Government, than 
do the people of any other portion of the Union. | 
No man can doubt this who will take the articles 
upon which duties are levied, and see where those | 
articles are consumed. If the doctrine avowed by 
the Senator from Mississippi is to prevail, if the | 
policy of the Government is to be in harmony 
with his theory of taxation—a theory that im- 
poses upon labor the burdens of the Government, | 
while itdoes nothing to lighten those burdens by 
giving indirect protection and encouragement— 
then I say abolish your custom-houses altogether, 
and give us asystem of direct taxation—taxation 
upon the property of the country, instead of tax- 
ation upon the labor of the country. Rather than 
adopt the policy indicated by the Senator from 
Mississippi, which he tells us is the policy advo- 
cated on his side of the Chamber, | would go for | 
the entire abolition of your revenue system, and 
resort to direct taxation for the support of the 
Government; and I believe this to be the senti- 
mentof the people of my State. Even now, under 
the present system, we contribute more than our 
proportion to the burdens of the Government, and 
the indirect benefits we get by your present tariff 
are almost worthless. 

Now, Mr. President, the pending proposition 
is to repeal the duties on sugar. I am willing to 
place sugar in the free list. I have no doubt we 
paid in my State $1,000,000 last year in duties 
upon sugar. [agree with the Senator from Louis- 
iana that what we saw last year is not likely to 
be repeated this year, or the next; but still this 
tax upon sugar Is a direct and positive burden, a 
tax—a tax upon the consumption of the country, 
a tax upon the poor laboring men of the country, 
to whom sugar ts rather a necessity than a luxury. 
It is like salt,and some other articles of prime ne- 
cessity. But, sir, 1 must confess that this is not 
exactly the place to press this proposition. I feel 
that itis wrong to interfere with the system of 
bounties or allowances to the fishermen, and I re- 
gret that the Senator from Alabama presses this 
question as he has pressed it, with such vigor and 
oacemieeiions. I had hoped that this proposition 
would be abandoned, and that the old policy of 
the country would continue. It may be some- 
what difficult to defend this policy of allowances 
to the cod fisheries upon general principles; but 
that this policy, early adopted, has contributed to 
the benefit of the nation, I do notentertain a doubt. 
Why strike at 
the policy that has raised a hardy and fearless 
race of men who have ever responded to the calls 
of duty and patriotism in peace and in war? 

If Senators wish to save moncy to the Treas- 


do so. Let them go to work and reform their cus- 
tom-houses. I have alist of the expenses of this 
Government for the collection of the revenues for 
each of the five years past. I will not detain the 
Senate by referring to the facts therein contained; 
but the extravagance, the corruptions of the Gov- 
ernment in collecting the revenues are almost be- 


yond calculation. Little collection districts where || 


one or two men can collect the revenue—where a 
few men did collect the revenue when it was four 
or five times larger than it is now—have been in- 
creased in force and expense. I find that in the 





| four persons in service, 
| $20,000, expended $1,200,and one person did the 
| whole business. Here is a district down in North 
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town of Burlington, Vermont, $8,581 is collected, 
and $16,000 is expended to do it; and thirty-three 
persons are employed. 

Mr. FOOT. What year was that in? 

Mr. WILSON. In 1857. In 1852, you collecteg 
$37,000 there, and expended $9,800 in the collec. 
tion, and employed twenty-eight persons. There 
is the city of Pittsburg, in Pennsylvania, where 
they collect $3,500, and expend $2,400, and have 

i i tn 1852, they collected 





Carolina that collected forty-three dollars in 1852, 
and two persons were employed; now, we col- 
lect eighty-two dollars, and to do the collecting 


| we have seven persons employed. This list, re. 


ported by the Secretary of the Treasury on a cal] 
made by the Senate, and in answer to a resolution 
I introduced, should be studied by Senators who 
have a fit of economy, for it shows that you can 
discharge more than one thousand men you now 
employ in collecting the revenue, and reduce the 
expenditures $1,500,000. Your whole custom- 
house system is a corrupt and extravagant one. 
If the doctrines are to prevail, that we are to tax 
the absolute necessaries of the people, consumed 
by the masses of the country, that is, tax the labor 
and relieve the wealth of the country, then give 
us direct taxation. It will close these custom- 


houses, discharge three thousand men — three 


thousand mere politicians—employed there, and 
it will reduce the expenditures of the Government 
thirty or forty million dollars annually. I say to 
you, sir, that the people in my State, if you adopt 


| that system, will pay their taxes, and we shall 


see whether the people of some other States whose 
Representatives are ever talking of free trade and 
direct taxation are able and willing to pay their 
taxes to support the Government. The people of 
Massachusetts are in favor of a revenue system, 


| with incidental protection to capital and labor— 


they are for taxing lightly, or admitting duty free 
articles of prime necessity which we do not pro- 


| duce, and in favor of assessing the duties upon 
articles produced in the country, thereby giving 
_ Incidental protection to American labor, and upon 


luxuries consumed chiefly by the wealthy, whose 
property is thus made to contribute to its own 
protection. Sir, this is our policy—a policy based 
on the experience of the country, and we believe 
it to be for the interests of the whole country, 
North and South, East and West, for labor and 
capital, for producers and consumers, that this 


| Should be the settled policy of the nation. The 


sooner we adjust our revenue system so as to 
secure to tlre labor of the country relief by making 
articles of necessity we do not produce duty free, 
and by assessing our duties upon luxuries and 


| upon the products of our own industry, the sooner 
| Shall we give an impulse to the now depressed 


business interests of the country, and be able to 
fill your now exhausted Treasury, and to redeem 
your outstanding Treasury notes, and the sooner 
shall we be able to begin that great work, so much 
desired, the Pacific railroad. But whatever may 


be your action, sir, in regard to the tariff, I want 
| the Senator from Louisiana, and all other Sena- 


tors, to understand that a threat to resort to direct 
taxation and to abolish the custom-houses, will 


| create no feeling of anxiety in Massachusetts. 


Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts presents a proposition the antagonist of that 


| which he understands me to present, and I am 
|| perfectly willing to rest the 


uestion on a bare 
statement of the case. He insists that duties 
should be levied on those articles which are man- 
ufactured in the United States, and upon articles 
of luxury alone—not upon those of general con- 
sumption. I insist that as long as we support 
our Government by a revenue collected from du- 
ties on imports, those duties should be levied upon 
everything which will bear a duty, varying in the 
rates from revenue principles alone, and with no 
view to protect any favored class within the limits 
of the United States. He says, his relieves the 
people, and mine burdens the people. How 1s 
that? Does his relieve the people? Are the peo- 
ple to pay no taxes? Pray where do they get the 
money now to pay taxes except from the capital 
and property of the country? It is absurd to say 
that labor pays taxes. Property pays them. Prop- 
erty increases the wages of labor. Property must 
exist to pay the lebor; the laborer’s consumption 
falls back upon property atlast. That great prob- 
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‘tem which has disturbed the world, the relation 


between capital and labor, is one with which the 
Senator ought to be familiar; it is one which be- 
jongs rather to hisregion of country than to mine; 
for there labor and capital, thank God, are the 
same. ; 

I will suppose a case, however, under the Sen- 
ator’s theory, that we import a million dollars’ 
worth of a particular article, and produce in the 
country the same value of that particular article: 
then the two millions are consumed, and the du- 
ties paid upon one million of it go into the pocket 
of the producer; the duties paid on the other mil- 
lion go to support the Government of the United 
States. The consumers, then, who are the peo- 
ple upon his theory, pay two dollars, only one 
of which goes to the support of the Government; 
and that Government, having no right to tax them 
save for specified purposes. The whole power 
of the Government to lay taxes is derived from 
its duties of protection to those on whom it im- 
poses the burden. The purposes for which it 
shall levy taxes are declared in the Constitution; 
and among those the Senator will not find the 
protection of any favored class of labor or pro- 
duction. The only theory on which the duty 
can be equally distributed is that which imposes 
it upon consumption in every form in which taxes 
may be divided. 

But he saysif this is to be done, he is in favor 
of abandoning the whole system of duties upon 
imports. That declaration might be rendered by 
an opponent of his thus: ‘* If you have no bounty, 
no protective duties for the benefit of yourself and 
your constituents, then you desire there should 
be no duties levied on imports at all.”? That the 
duty imposed upon sugar operates for the benefit 
of those who cultivate it, is certainly true. It is 
true of every duty which is imposed upon every- | 
thing manufactured or produced within the limits 
of the United States. All that I asserted, and all 
that lam now prepared to admit, is that if it is 
imposed for protection alone which would be ex- 
emplified by making it prohibitory, I will then, as 
readily as any one who is opposed to the section 
where that exists, vote against it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, this question, 
it seems, is viewed in different lights in different 
quarters of the country. I disagree with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi in his view as to the taxes 
which are levied upon the producing classes bein 
levied upon the property of the country. Sir, 
consider that the source of wealth in this country | 
is the labor of the country, and every production 
of labor which is made more valuable by your | 
indirect system of revenue, adds to the wages of | 
the labor of the country. It is for that very rea- | 
son that I oppese thisamendment. I do notcare | 
whether the labor be employed in Louisiana or | 
in Rhode Island. I go for the protection of labor, | 
be it employed where it may; and I would adopt 
a system which would benefit the producers of 
the country by incidental protection, or any other 
name you may choose to give it. ‘The notion of 
taxing articles that do not come in competition 
with the producers of this country, as a means 
of equalizing your burdens, is a very fallacious 
notion, and it is to that simply that | wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Mississippi. I 
can now do so, perhaps, and get his ear with more 
readiness than | could if the article in question | 
happened to be produced in a different section of 
the country; but [hope not. Ido not mean to 
intimate that he is not as well disposed towards 
my section of the country as he is towards his 
own. 

I had occasion at a former time to speak of the 
influence of the introduction of the sugar culture 
upon the other great staples of the South; and I | 
believe it is as important to the cotton-growers as | 
it is to the sugar-growers. I think that region of 
country wants a diversity of labor; and if you 
were to throw all the labor employed in the culti- 
vation of sugar upon the cultivation of cotton, you | 
would break down the price of cotton and increase | 
the price of sugar to the consumers. That is 
what I meant when I referred to the effect of the 
duties as stimulating production—not that the 
duty had no influence on the price. 
__ Now, the Senator from Mississippi says that, 
if he could have his way, he would put a duty on 
tea and coffee. Well, sir, if I could have mine, | 
I would not; I would keep it on sugar; but I do | 
not suppose we can either of us have our way ex- | 
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actly; and it is, perhaps, fortunate for the coun- 
try, and fortunate for us, that the question of pro- 
tection, per se, has passed away. In obtaining 
the revenue that is necessary for the Government 
—provided its expenses keep anywhere within 
hail of what they are now—there can be no diffi- 
culty in extending incidental encouragement to 
any department of the industry of the country, so 
as to give it a fair opportunity for a competition 
with the productions of countries where labor is 
cheaper than it is here. 

We are not going to get rid of these difficulties, 
as my friend from Massachusetts supposes, by 
abolishing custom-houses. Some people think 
thatifwe can getrid of the duty collected on sugar, 
it is so much saved to the country. But they will 
have to pay itinsome other form; and if you getrid 
of custom-house officers, you will have tax-gath- 
erers more numerous than they are and more op- 
pressive, and burdensome, and insolent. I do not 
know of anything this Government could do so 
detrimental to freedom as to provide gatherers of 
direct taxes, going round into every man’s house, 
and levying upon his cow or his pig in order to get 


| his taxes. I will say nothing about the impossi- 


bility of it with your sub-Treasury system. Un- 
der that system it would be as impossible to pay 
a year’s taxes to this Government in many States 
of the Union, as it would be to make anew world. 

But, aside from all that, I come to the consid- 
eration of the present amendment, and to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Mississippi, that he 
wants to put tea and coffee, and articles not pro- 


| duced in the United States, on the dutiable list, and 
| divide the duties between them and the articles 
| produced in thiscountry. Every one can readily 
| See what would be the effect of taxing tea and 


coffee. Perhaps the value of the importation of 
those articles amounted to as much as the value 
of the sugar importation last year. Now, suppose 
you took $6,000,000 off the duties on sugar and 
put it on tea and coffee, your revenue would be the 
same as itis now. Thatisa fair statement, I pre- 
sume. I have not looked at the tables lately, but 


| formerly the proportion used to be about that. 
Now, I ask the Senator if it would make a farth- 
| ing’s difference to the consumers of sugar, tea, 





_and coffee, whether you levied $12,000,000 on 


sugar, or $6,000,000 on sugar and $6,000,000 on 
tea and coffee, as a matter of tax? Supposing 
these to be as he says, articles of universal con- 
sumption: every man can see that the amount of 
taxes levied on the people of this country would 
be $12,000,000 on these articles, whether you im- 
pose a duty upon sugar alone or distribute it be- 
tween sugar, tea, and coffee? Now, my propo- 
sition is, that instead of laying that amount of 
duty on tea and coffee which are not produced in 
this country, and by no possibility can be pro- 


duced here to any extent, we put it on sugar || 


which is produced in thiscountry; and we thereby 
benefit the producer of sugar without impov- 


erishing or injuring a single individual in the | 


country. ‘That is the distinction between a judi- 
cious system of protection to our labor, and the 
foolish theory of spreading the total amount of 
revenue you wantover all articles of consumption, 
without reference to whether they are produced 
in this country or not. I take it that the Senator 
from Mississippi comprehends the force of this 
suggestion, and that he has public spirit and pa- 
triotism enough to know that, minibar the duty 


be levied equally upon sugar, coffee, and tea, or | 


whether it be on sugar alone, the beverage will be 
just as good when it comes to be mixed, and will 
cost no more in one form than the other; and if 
you can help the Louisiana planters to that ex- 
tent, you do it without its costing anybody a 
dollar. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Rhode Island 
will allow me to interrupt him. I have so much 
more confidence in his knowledge of finance than 
I have in my own—for trade is a thing to which 
I have never paid any attention—that | am ready 
to admit that I know very little about finance. I 
will say to him that the position which he as- 
sumes, or rather the inquiry which he makes of 
me, belongs only to a case of universal consump- 
tion, where the duty on one article of universal 
consumption is taken away, and the duty of the 
two thrown upon another article of universal con- 
sumption. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand it so. 

Mr. DAVIS. But I think, unless salt be an 
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exception, there is no article of universal con- 
sumption. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I believe there is no man, 
who drinks tea and coffee, that does not sweeten 
them. 

Mr. DAVIS. Some personsdo not. Some use 
maple sugar, some use molasses, some people 
drink coffee, and some drink tea; and when you 
fall on articles which are of consumption in a 
particular class, then I say the application of the 
principle is more evident. As the Senator from 
Massachusetts argues about luxuries being taxed, 
they are taxed, of course, if you lay a duty on ev- 
erything—the wealthy use the luxuries, and they 
use the necessaries too. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will not take in the Senator 
from Massachusetts. This matter is between the 

| Senator from Mississippi and myself. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was only introducing it for 
illustration, that if you take the taxes off luxuries, 
and impose them upon the necessities of life, then 
there would be an inequality; but if everything 
which is consumed is taxed, and taxed upon a 
revenue standard, that, I think, is more equal than 
any distribution which can be made, though I con- 
cede to the Senator that if he can find two arti- 
cles of universal consumption, and if, instead of 

| putting half the amount of duty on each, you put 
the whole amount on one, the result will be the 
same. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not choose to go about 
the country seeking articles. I took the precise 
articles indicated by the Senator himself. He said 
he would tax tea and coffee, which are now free. 

Mr. DAVIS. They are not of universal con- 
sumption. 

Mr. SIMMONS. They come as near to it as 
sugar. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would not say that sugar is of 
universal consumption. All three of these articles 

| are of very general consumption, sugar more gen- 
eral than the other two; but maple sugar is often 
| substituted for that on which duty is levied 
| Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator comprehends 
| the position I have taken. I took the precise ar- 
ticles which he said, according to his theory, he 
would take from the free list—tea and coffee—and 
levy a duty upon; and of course if he did so, he 
would lessen the duty upon sugar, or he would 
be enabled to do it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it would be more just, 
because it would be a distribution among all con- 
sumers. Tea and coffee are not of universal con- 
sumption. In some sections of the country the 
people use a great deal of coffee and very little 
tea; and in other sections, the reverse is the case. 

| Sugar is an article of more general consumption 
| than either of them, but by no means universal. 
| | do not think, therefore, the exchange can be 
made upon the proposition which the Senator 
makes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not believe three arti- 
cles could be selected in the whole class of im- 
ports of the country of more general consumption 
| than sugar, tea, and coffee. 
| Mr. DAVIS. I think so. 
| Mr. SIMMONS. If the argument pinches, I 
know we are about.to run off a little. Lam not 
| making these remarks for that purpose; but in 
| order to call the attention of the distinguished Sen- 
|| ator from Mississippi and others to what I con- 
sider to be the true principle. [am not to be got 
| off from the argument by any compliments to my 
| knowledge of finance and revenue. 
| Mr. DAVIS. What i said on that point was 
|| not intended in a complimentary sense, but as due 
|| in justice to the Senator. 
ir. SIMMONS. .I say that any-man who will 
view the subject deliberately, calmly, and candid- 

ly, will come to the conclusion that it is right to 
| discriminate in this very particular, and that you 
| discriminate for the benefit of your own country, 
‘and to the injury of no living man in it, no matter 

whiere the laborer, the producer is. That is my 
ground as a statesman. A man in the remotest 
| corner of this country, whether he produces, or 
ever expects to produce, a dollar’s worth in his 
life, is just as much bound to yield an incidental 
| protection of this kind to the laborers of every 
| other section as if he were a producer himself. 
| That is the ground I go upon, and I claim it in 
\| return. I have a right to claim it, as an American 
|| Senator and an American citizen. 
'| The clamor thatis raised throughout thiscoun- 
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try generally by men who never earn ‘da dollar 
by their hands in their lives, against this incident- 
ali discrimination for the production of labor is 
made without their ever having taken the time to 
consider the question, If it were not for that we 
should have no such disputes as we have had on 
these questions of labor . When! speak of labor, 
I never have drawn the distinction which 1s drawn 
by the Senator from Mississippi, as an antagonist 
Interest to capital, I would as soon protect the 
rights of capital as the rights of labor; but I should 
forget every lesson that has ever been taught me, 
if I did not regard the capital kept out upon usury 
by mere money lenders as an antagonist element 
tolabor. Capital invested in the actual pursuits 
of life, producing what ministers to the wants of 
society, just as much deserves protection by the 
legislation of the country as labor itself. That 
capital isusefully employed, profitably employed, 
and natriotically employed; but when you come 
to another class of capital, loaned out upon usury 
to the producing classes, it is the duty of every 
government in our country to restrain the exor- 
bitant exactions of the usurers. ‘That is the most 
oppressive way in which the earnings of labor 
are carried into the coffers of the rich—not by 
duties on the productions of labor, but by the ex- 
actions of money lenders, who never had a heart 
that deserved the consideration of a statesman. 

I have stated the position of the Senator from 
Mississippi, as I understand it, candidly and 
frankly, with no purpose of forcing this argument, 
with a view to show that there is no necessity to 
resort to any extreme measures In reference to 
finance, for, as I said before, with our expendi- 
tures as they are, | can see no chance for making 
anything free that now pays a duty. For my 
life Ido notsee, with the rates of duty established 
last spring, how we are to get sufficient revenue 

keep the Government as itis. I hope and ex- 
pect never to see such a calamity befall the sugar- 
growing States as cut off the crop last year, and 
forced us to buy ina market rendered high by a 
failure in foreign countries. I think whatever in- 
cidental encouragementcan be riven by the legis- 
lation of this Govefnment to diversify the labor 
of that region of country whose climate is adapted 
to raising sugar, we are bound to give, and itis 
sound policy, sound statesmanship to do it, not 
only in order to be independent of foreigners, but 
for the purpose of preventing an over supply of 
other articles of production in the country. For 
that reason I cannot vote for the proposition to 
repeal the duty on sugar, although it comes from 
those who are in favor of continuing the bounty 
to the fishermen. : 

Now, Mr. President, | havea word or two to say 
as to the propriety of taking into consideration a 
question so Important as this upon a proposition 
to repeal the fishing bounties think ithas been 
suggested by the honorable Senator from New 
York [Mr. Sewarp] that it was an unwise policy 
to repeal the legislation of last year. For my part, 
I consider the tariff act of last year, as amended 
by the Senate on the heel of the session, one of 
the most disastrous measures that was ever passed 
by Congress. It was passed without proper ex- 
amination. On the last occasion, when this bill 
was under consideration, the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Bigter] appealed to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] to show that it was 
through hisefforts last year the duty on tron was 
not reduced more than it was. I was astonished 
that he could flatter himself that there was any 
leniency bestowed at the last session on any in- 
terest of the producers in any section of the coun- 
try. Sur, there was an indiscriminate onslaugh 
upon the labor of this country in every depart- 
ment of industry. The only question with the 
Senator from Virginia, as I read his speech, was 
how low he could reduce the scale, how near he 
could approach to free trade; and when he got the 
bill to the scale in which it finally passed, he sug- 
gested to his friends that he had got about as near 
to that as he could, and that it was best to pass 
the bill as it was. 

Now, sir, | say that when you take the rates of 
duty fixed by the tariff of 1857, and cipher them 
up and average them, you will find that you will 
have to add seventy-two and a half per cent. to 
them in order to bring them up to what they were 
under the tariff act, which itrepealed. Very nearly 
one half was taken off in the aggregate. Anybody 
might know, witen we weregust “ chin above wa- 
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ter,’’ as the boys say, contesting with foreigners 


for our own market, with money at thirty per cent. 
per annum, and everybody struggling as if for ex- 
istence, that to take away the barriers to importa- 
tions would inevitably lead to the destruction of 
the industry of the country. Anybody might 
have seen it; and I am astonished that it did not 
arrest the attention of Senators at the time. If 
I had not been here myself at the close of ses- 
sions,and known with what little consideration 
such bills are hurried through, | should have been 
utterly surprised at that legislation; but we hada 
redundant Treasury ,and everybody here was wor- 
ried for fear we should be overloaded with money, 
and people are excusable for going a great length 
in such times, because it is an evil for any Gov- 
ernment to have more money than it can legiti- 
mately spend. That has always been a disad- 
vantage to the people. 

I said before that I considered the present an 
inappropriate time to press this measure. | admit 
that it will operate upon only a very small num- 
ber of people, comparatively—some fifteen thou- 
sand, and # will not oppress them a great deal. 
The effect of it will be probably to reduce their 
wages about a dollar a month, from twelve to 
eleven dollars; and I dare say they can stand it; 
but I think this is an inappropriate time for such 
a measure. Itis a time when the industry of our 
section of the country is entirely prostrated. It 
is a time, too, when the industry of the South is 
comparatively prosperous. 1 know of no region 
of this country that enjoys, to-day, so much pros- 
perityasthe South. Their cropsare all bearing 
a remunerative and a generous price, except su- 
gar, and that is reasonably well up. 

A Senator. How about breadstuffs? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Our southern friends are 
rather the buyers of breadstuffs than the sellers. 

Mr.CLAY. The Senator is greatly mistaken 
about that. The southern States raise a great 
deal more of breadstuffs than they consume. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It may have got to be so 
now, and it is greatly to their credit if it be so. 
They used to bring corn down there from Illinois 
and let it lie until the cattle eat itup. Because 
cotton was worth thirty cents, they would buy 
everything. Thatis a miserable system. If they 
raise what feeds themselves, they have got into 
the American system, which is, produce what 
you can for yourself, and buy as little as you can 
abroad. ‘Thatis the true doctrine for getting rich, 
and I dare say our southern friends have ciphered 
it out for themselves by this time. 

The questions which the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has raised demand the consideration of pro- 
ducerseverywhere. He objected to the collection 
of your revenue upon articles of luxury. I agree 
that, so faras our system has worked, my experi- 
ence is that it tends to carry the levying of duties 
upon articles of luxury alone, except in regard to 
food, Sugaris consumed by all classes; but when 
you come to textile fabrics, which are threatened 
to be made free, provided thisamendment prevails, 
you will find that, levying duties as we levy them, 
the coarse fabrics of common wear are not imported 
at all, and that, practically, only the luxurious 
articies bear the burden, if burden it is, such as 
we do not produce here; and the worst effect of 
this system has been that whereas, when it was 
changed twelve years ago, we had a production 
of woolens toa vast extent compared with the 
population, there is not to-day a man in the em- 
ployment of this Government who has got an 
American coat upon his back. 

Mr. DAVIS | I think I have. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Idoubtthat. Ifitis broad- 
cloth, it was not made in the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I think youdo not. Ihap-. 


pen to know, because I have not worn one for 
forty years that I did not inquire about, and a 
year ago I could not find a piece of American 
cloth anywhere within forty miles of me, and that 
is the reason I know whether a man has got it. 
I looked for it, and could not find it. The Sen- 
ator says he did not inquire,and therefore he does 
not know. 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, I do not know. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I am astonished that 
the Senator should venture to remark that he had 
one, if he did not know that it was so. 

Mr. DAVIS. I thought so. 


Mr. SIMMONS. If you will find me the pace " 
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it is manufactured within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, i will give you two new ones, 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. DAVIS. I will try to hunt it up. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; there is not sucha 
thing made in the United States, to any extent 
within my knowledge, as a piece of broadcloth, 
You have, by your system of what you call 
free trade, broken up the entire manufacture of 
broadcloth within the United States. It is sug. 
gested that nobody knows it. The misfortune of 
the country is, that you are prostrating and par- 
alyzing your labor without knowing it, by a mis. 
erable theory about taxing tea and coffce in the 
room of sugar. I call it miserable, because jt 
can make no possible difference to the consumer 
whether he pays duty on the s»gar alone, or 
whether you spread it over the three articles, and 
you may help the producer of sugar, to some ex. 
tent, by levying your duty on thatarticle. How. 
ever, | shall not pursue this subject, because I do 
not believe there is any danger of sugar being in. 
jured, nor do I suppose I can do good by debat- 
ing it. I hope I have given no offense to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. DAVIS. I certainly take no offense at the 
remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island. His 
zeal leads him ta speak strongly, but I always lis- 
ten to him with respect and interest. Quite sin- 
cerely I acknowledge his superior information on 
all subjects of finance, and I will say of manufae- 
tures, too. I did not say so before, in a compli- 
mentary sense, or to throw him off from the line 
of his argumentat all, but to acknowledge a fact, 
[t is a subject of which I know very little, and he 
knows a great deal. His theory is different from 
mine, and he reaches opposite conclusions. His 
theory is, duties for protection, mine for reve- 
nue. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator permit me 
a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say the time has gone by 
when, for any object I ever contemplated in mak- 
ing a tariff,a protective duty is required. A duty 
for revenue is now adequate to all the purposes 
any man can desire. I am not arguing this as a 
question of protection. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 am very happy, then, to find 
myself under the shelter of one of so much finan- 
cial knowledge. If he only wants a duty for rev- 
enue, and if there is to be no discrimination in 
favor of one manufacture over another 

Mr.SIMMONS. Notatall. The discrimi- 
nation I thought I indicated by saying it should 
apply to articles produced in this country as 
against those not produeed here. 

Mr. DAVIS. And therefore the gentleman ar- 
gues for duties for the purposes of protection. He 
would not so put it in the law; he would not so 
write it in the bond; because he knows that, un- 
der the Constitution, he has no authority to im- 
pose such duties, The constitutional authority 
is to raise duties only for the purpose of paying 
the great burdens of the Government; and among 
those is not the protection of manufactures. He 
now avows his purpose. His theory and mine 
are opposite He imposes duty to collect reve- 
nue, it istrue; but his purpose is protection, mine 
revenue only. He discriminates in favor of things 
manufactured in the United States, and insists 
that this makes the burden equal. I say no, be- 
cause he cannot find two articles of universal con- 
sumption, both of which are entirely imported; 
and if he could find two of universal consump- 
tion, and one of them was partly imported and 
partly produced in this country, if he put the 
whole duty upon that, he must magnify the duty 
just ia proportion to the production of the article 
in the United States, because the increase of price 
going to the producer in the United States goes 
into his pocket, and not into the Treasury; and 
thus he must go on magnifying the scale of du- 
ties he imposes upon the great body of the con- 
sumers just in proportion as he confines it to ob- 
jects which are manufactured in the United States. 
My theory is different, and we reach opposite 
conclusions; and though he uses hard terms oc- 
casionally, by throwing in such adjectives as 
** miserable,’’ and such substantives as ‘‘ folly,” 
as I do not pretend to be wise, and admit that he 
has much knowledge on finance, in consideration 
of what I know to be his good temper, and the 
general feeling he has to respect the feelings of 


gS 





= 
185 
all oth 
such af 
Mr. | 
apply 
Mr. 
did not 
sure hii 
now in 
the cas 
insists 
standal 
produc 
produc 
the san 
in the | 
three, ¢ 
ury; a 
duty n 
yond \ 
jected | 
tirely. 
must k 
cent OF 
in the 
is paid 
States 
ury, a 
one ce 
which 
is a Si 
be foll 
I thin! 
Mr. 
debate 
words 
gumer 
that tl 
cessity 
protec 
that if 
very f 
amoul 
ducer, 
and tc 
prive 
think 
consi< 
attent 
raised 
witho 
is ita 
consu 
Mr 
Mr 
increa 
in the 
Mr 
that. 
Mr 
may | 
the d 
and t 
do no 
there 
ject b 
comp 
prod 
ably 
ducer 
with 
whic! 
will f 
No 
Tam 
howe 
seek 
it cal 
any | 
impo 
eell | 
ques 
go o1 
a rec 
tion 
as W 
entir 
subj 
M 
ines 
as f 
tical 
the 
shion 
ons 





tha 
nt, 
th, 
call 
of 
ug- 
e of 
ar 
lis- 
the 
2 it 
ner 
or 
and 
eX- 
We 
do 
in- 
at- 
en- 


the 
His 
lis- 
sin- 
lon 
fac- 
pli- 
line 
Act, 
lhe 
‘om 
Tis 
'Ve- 


by 
ak- 
uty 
ses 
iS a 


ind 
an- 
‘eV- 
. in 


mi- 
uld 


as 





1858. 
all others, I waive such adjectives, and waive 
such application of epithets, 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator knew I did not 
apply them to any remark of his, 


Mr. DAVIS. Certainly; I know the Senator 
did not apply them unkindly, and therefore I as- 


| 
| 
| 


sure him I take no offense,and am replying to him | 


now in the very best possible spirit. 
the case, however, of sugar, tea, and coffee, and 
insists that these shall be the articles to which the 
standard is applied. As tea and coffee are not 
produced at all in the United States, and sugar is 
produced here, it would follow that if he collected 
the same amount of duties from the one produced 
in the United States that he might coliect from the 
three, a part of that duty would go into the Treas- 


He takes | 


ury; and to get an equal amount of money the | 


duty must be increased and the people taxed be- 
yond what they would be if it was equally col- 
jected off those articles which were imported en- 
tirely. I say it is an increase of taxation, and it 
must be} for if you increase the price of sugar one 
cent on the pound, and one half of it is produced 
in the limits of the United States, that cent which 
is paid upon every pound produced in the United 
States goes to the producers and not to the ‘Treas- 
ury, and you must increase the cost above the 
one cent in order to be enabled to get the amount 
which is to be paid into the Treasury. I think it 
is asimple proposition. I do not say it would 


be folly to argue the other side, but that is what | 


I think. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I do not like to protract this | 
debate; but I certainly endeavor to confine my | 


words as I do my feelings, to respect for the ar- 
guments of Senators. The position I took was, 
that the day had gone by when there was any ne- 
cessity for meeting this question as a question of 
protection directly. But the Senator says now, 
that if in the cases put—and [agree he puts them 
very fairly—we add to the price of sugar by the 


amount of duty imposed, we thereby aid the pro- | 


ducer, as well as put money into the Treasury; 
and to the extent that we aid the producer we de- 
prive the Treasury of revenue. That I do not 


think is a sound position. I say that there are two | 


considerations on that point. Now, I will call the 
attention of the Senator to this fact: suppose we 
raised no sugar—and it would not be produced 
withoutthe incidental protection the duty caused — 
is it at all certain that the price of sugar to the 
consumer would be cheapened ? 

Mr. DAVIS. It might not be. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Would it not necessarily be 
increased in the absence of competition produced 
in the other country? Is it not inevitable? 

Mr. DAVIS. 
that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly it would be. It 
may be that it would be dearer to the extent of 
the duty. In that case we save the entire sum, 
and the foreign producer pays the whole tax. I 
do not say we save the entire sum; but I do say 
there is no man who ever investigated this sub- 
ject but will come to the conclusion, that in the 
competition between the foreign and domestic 


producer, a portion of the burden is to be inevit- || may be treading upon ground that has been gone 


ably taken out of the pocket of the foreign pro- | 


ducer; ana ‘f you look to all our correspondence 
with foreign -ountries, and see the eagerness with 
which they ev.deavor to get our duties down, you 
will find that they so regard it. 


A limited supply might cause 


| 
| 
| 


as one of the necessaries of life, and if such a 
measure were brought up properly I should vote 
for it; but on this occasion, and atthis time, [am 


| not prepared to vote for the reduction of any duty. 


|| will pardon me. 


Now I am not disposed to prolong this debate. | 


Iam not against commerce. 
however, that it is to the interest of any nation to 


I do not believe, | 


seek out countries for the importation of articles | 


it can produce at home. I do not believe there is 
any ulenation in reciprocal treaties by which we 
import breadstuffs from Canada when we cannot 
sell half we produce ourselves. These are the 
questions on which I am at issue with those who 
go on the free-trade doctrine. Iam willing to have 


& reciprocal exchange of products with any na- | 


tion in the world; but when you come to get it in 
as we have been doing the last five years, itis an 
entirely different question. I will not pursue this 
subject further. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I merely wish to say a word 
in explanation of the vote I intend to give. I want, 
as far as | understand the question, to be prac- 
cal. I think that this is nota favorable time nor 
the proper way to tamper with the revenue. I 
shiould be very glad to vote for a repeal of the duty 


I shall vote, therefore, against both the amend- 
ments. On the other point, with regard to the 
bounty on the fisheries, as a general principle, I re- 
gard such bounties as very unequal and improper. 
I have taken occasion to read the speech of the 
honorable Senator from Alabama very carefully, 
und I certainly give him great credit for the man- 
ner in which he has investigated the subject; he 
has thrown great light on it; but I will take the 
liberty of suggesting that that honorable Senator 
extend his investigation a little further, and not 
confine himself to this one particular interest, but 
give usageneral system of retrenchment. Ido not 
regard these bounties as in the nature of taxes, 
duties, imposts, or excises. I differ with the Sen- 
ator on the constitutional point. This is simply 
a question of retrenchment, and the retrenchment 
of a bounty to a private interest. Asa general 
principle the honorable Senator is perfectly cor- 
rect. I think these bounties, as a general principle, 
should never be resorted to. There may be ex- 
ceptions; there have been exceptions. This has 
been considered one of the exceptions; the wise 
statesmen of former times regarded it as a pecu- 
liar, exceptional case. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator pardon me for 
a moment? That has been repeated time and 
again here, and as I have regarded this whole de- 
bate as merely fighting against time and wear- 
ing out the patience and pertinacity of purpose on 
this side of the House, which it may be supposed 
is not as great as on the other, 1 have suffered 
the remark to be repeated without correction— 
but I deny it, and I think I have demonstrated, 
not only by moral but mathematical reasoning, 
that this was not the policy of the fathers. They 
never meant to give bounty, but only an allowance 
in lieu of drawback; and I showed that the Sen- 
ators from the State of Massachusetts, and the 
Representatives in the other House disdained to 
ask favor, they disdained to claim bounty, and 
declared they demanded but justice. They asked 
nothing more than to be refunded their own 
money. They disdained to come here and beg 
favors, or to beg bounty, or to beg tribute from 
other people. That is what they said. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ihave taken great care to 
examine that distinction, and | recognize it fully. 
The honorable Senator presented it as I thought 
very fairly and fully. Certainly, in the first in- 
stance, the allowance was considered a drawback, 
but it has latterly run into what may be consid- 
ered a bounty. 

Mr. CLAY. 
the salt duty. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wasabout to say that I am 
unwilling at this time, in the present state of the 
prostration of the country, to strike at this single 
solitary interest, by way of retrenchment, lest we 
might entirely prostrate that interest. Now, the 
honorable Senator says this bill has been discussed 
in the Senate heretofore, and I am sorry that I 


over before; but not having been here, I hope he 
I did not happen to havea seat 
in the body when the question was discussed. 

It is an old system; and, notwithstanding it is 
now attacked, it has produced some of the best 
seamen and the bravest men this country has had. 
In addition to that, it was considered one of the 


| best schools in the olden times for hardy, bold, 


gallant seamen, and the history of the country 
proves that that is the fact. But there is one con- 
sideration in which I have not examined it; and 
I must vote according to my own notions, utterly 
without regard to whether this isa party question 
or not. I do not care a cent whether itis or not. 
I mean to vote according to my honest convic- 
tions, I care not on which side of the Senate I may 
| be found. Iam afraid, with my want of inform- 
ation on the subject, to touch this old historic in- 
terest, if you please to call it so, that has been so 


|| favored by legislation, considered in the olden 


time as a school of brave seamen—hardy men— 
men who have manned the decks of your vessels 
| in time of war, and can do so again, and will do 
so now, if necessary. To take that solitary in- 
terest, and strike it down, | am not prepared to 
_do. Sir, systematize retrenchment. ‘This is no 


on salt, for I regard it like air, light, and water, || kind of legislation, in my humble opinion, any- 
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how—taking up a thing by piecemeal, and strik- 
ing at an interest in the South and an interest in 
the North. I have no kind of respect for such 
legislation. Take up and go through with asys- 
tem of retrenchment, and include this in it, and I 
will go with you. One man strikes at sugar, an- 
other man strikes at the cod fishery. Ido not like 
such a course of proceeding. 

There is an additional fact which influences my 
mind. These fishermen who constitute, as I re- 
marked, a hardy, hard-working, bold, daring race 
of seamen, enter into competition with European 
labor, which is much cheaper than our labor, and 
if they are to be kept up at all, it may be neces- 
sary to give them some encouragement. That 
may, or may not, be so. I am not prepared, 
however, to give this vote lest the effect might be 
to destroy that interest which is now in competi- 
tion with the most energetic people in the world. 
I shall vote, therefore, against the honorable Sen- 


| ator’s bill, and against the amendments. 


Mr. CLAY. Ido not wish the Senator from 
Minnesota to place me ina false position. I deny 
that [am striking at this interest. That is an 
abuse of the word, and it is arraigning me to 
charge me with striking at an interest, especially 
when the Senator couples it with my locality, and 
talks of striking at a northern interest. Here is 
a bounty paid these men out of the Federal Treas- 
ury, collected by taxing other people; and because 
Lam opposed to levying tribute off my people, 
or off his people, to raise bounty for these men, 
he charges me with striking at them, and then 


| talks about striking at the sugar interest, as if 


they stood upon the same basis, when there is no 
parallelism between them. A duty is levied upon 
sugar for the supportof the Government; but here 
you levy duties for the purpose of raising bounties 
in this instance. ‘There is no parallelism witat- 
ever in the cases. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I did not speak of the hon- 
orable Senator striking at the interest. I spoke 
of my own course—that | am not prepared to 
vote against that interest in its present condition. 


| That is what | spoke of, not of the course of the 


honorable Senator. 
BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 

Mr. MASON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to allow a message which has been 
received from the President to be communicated 
to the Senate, with a view that it may be printed. 
It is a message communicating, in answer toa 


| resolution of the Senate, information ealled for rel- 


Since 1830, by the reduction of || 


ative to alleged aggressions on ships of the United 
States, at Cuba, and in the Gulf of Mexico. I 
merely mean to ask that it may be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope it wili be read. 

Mr. MASON. ‘The message isa very short 
one, merely communicating documents. I shall 
not ask that anything be read, but simply for its 


| printing. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster in 


| the chair.) If there be no objection the Chair will 
| lay the message before the Senate. ‘he Chair 


| mentary strategy. 
is perfectly fair. 


hears no objection. 

Mr. CLAY. I must object to its being read. 
I know that the temper of the opponents of this 
measure is to defeat it by every sort of parlia- 

Ido not complain of that. It 
It is usual for minorities to do 
so. Butif the Senate has that message read it may 
provoke some debate before it is referred, and | 


| object. If this bill be deferred much longer I fear 


we shall be without a quorum. 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator does not in- 
clude me among the opponents of his bill, 

Mr. CLAY. Of course not. 

Mr. MASON. | know it is a measure of pub- 
lic interest. 

Mr. CLAY. It isa matter of no great public 
concern to have this message referred now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The Chair decided, after calling for objection, 


| that the message should be read, no one making 


| 
' 


objection. 

Mr. CLAY. I suppose hefore it is read I have 
a right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Alabama objects to the reading of the mes- 
sage. 


, Mr. MASON. I will state to the Senator that 


|| the message is a single page of paper, merely 
' communicating the documents. 








2238 


Mr. CLAY. It may lead to debate. 

Mr. MASON. If it does, I shall waive it. 

Mr. CLAY. It will be too late then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
take the sense of the Senate on reading the paper, 
if the Senator from Alabama objects. 

The question being put, whether the message 
should be read, it was decided in the affirmative; 
there being on a division—ayes 21, noes 17. 

The Secretary read the message, which trans- 
mits, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 14th instant, reports from the Secretaries of 
State and of the Navy concerning the recent 
search or seizure of American vessels by foveign 
armed cruisers in the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and printed, 

The motion 

Mr. ALLEN. 
documents. 

Mr. MASON. I hope not. 

Mr. CLAY. I think that is too late now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of 
the Senate having been to refer the papers toa 
committee, the Chair apprehends they are not 
now before the Senate without a reconsideration. 


yas agreed to. 


l ask for the reading of the 


FISHING BOUNTIES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to repeal the 
fishing bounties. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise without any purpose 
of prolonging this debate, but simply to state, in 
order to guard against any future misapprehen- 
sion, the ground of the votes | have to give in the 
further pro The Senator 
from Alabama has said, no doubt as sincerely as 
he“ always speaks, that he sees no analogy be- 
tween the protection of certain branches of in- 
dustry, which are protected by the incidental effect 
of our revenue tariff, and the protection of the fish- 
eries by bounties. ‘To me, they seem to be but a part 
of the same system, that the principle of protection 
is just asclear and distinctand palpable when you 
give a bounty as it is when you give protection by 
imposts upon articles of foreign manufacture or 
production oncoming into competition with Amer- 
ican manufactures and productions. Regarding 
it in this light, as I have had occasion to state be- 
fore, I shall! vote against his bill for abolishing the 
bounties upon the cod fisheries. In order to carry 
that measure more successfully through, as I un- 
derstand it, one honorable Senator has proposed 
to make the loss of those bounties fall lighter upon 
the fishermen by remitting the duty upon salt; 
thus to mitigate the misfortune, or the evil, or the 
grievance of the fisherman at the expense of the 
manufacturer of salt. I wish to protect equally 
the manufacturer of salt and the fisherman. I am, 
therefore, opposed to abolishing the duty on salt. 
Another honorable Senator, by an amendment, 
combines the remission of the duty upon sugar 
with the proposition to remit the duty upon salt. 
If the duty upon salt is to be remitted, then I am 
to co further, and go for a general remission of 
duties, as far as I can, for the purpose of arrest- 
ing the whole operation of this embarrassment to 
the industry of the country. When we vote, I 
shali vote for the amendment to repeal the duties 
on sugar by way of amendment to the remission 
of the duties on salt. When | come to the ques- 
tion, if I shall reach it, I shall vote against the re- 
mission of the duties upon either salt or sugar, or 
the abolition of the bounties. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [call forthe yeas and nays 
on the amendment of the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Tremepvut.] 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Broderick, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Har- 


Jan, Houston, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, King, Seward, 
Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Bright, Brown, Clay, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Da- 
vis, Dixon, Fitzpatrick. Foot, Gwin, Hammond, Hender- 
son, Hunter, iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Mal- 
lory, Mason, Pearce, Polk. Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Shields, 
Simmons, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, 
Wright, and Yulee—37. 


rress of this question. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


Mr. POLK, before the vote was announced, 


with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cam- | 


ERON, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. Anand upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted— 
yeas 18, nays 41; as follows: 


VY EAS — Messrs. Allen, Broderick, Chandler, Collamer, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Hamlin, 
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Harlan, Houston, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, King, | 


Stuart, Trumbull, and Wade—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, 
Brown, Cameron, Clark, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Da- 
vis, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hale, Ham- 
mond, Henderson, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Se 


bastian, Seward, Shields, Simmons, Slidell, Sumner, Thom- | 


son of New Jersey, Toombs, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee— 
4l. 


So the amendment was.rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, | 
and the question was stated to be on concurring | 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the | 


Whole, which is to fill the blank in line one, with 


‘*the 3lst day of December, 1859;’’ and in line | 


four and five, to strike out the words, ‘ and al- 
lowing bounties to,”’ and inserting, ‘* allowances 
or bounties upon the tonnage,’’ so as to make the 
bill read : 

“That from and after the 31st day of December, 1859, all 
acts, and parts of acts, giving allowances or bounties upon 
the tonnage of vessels employed in the bank. or other cod 
fisheries, be, and the same are hereby, repealed.”’ 


Mr. WILSON. 
ment by striking out ** 1859,” and inserting in- 
stead, ** 1862.” 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. I willsimply state that that amend- 


I move to amend the amend- | 


ment has once been voted down in Committee of | 


the Whole. [** No!’’ * No!’’} 


Mr. HAMLIN. No; that was an amendment | 


changing it to 1865. 

Mr. CLAY. AsI have said two or three times 
before, this bill gives them two years; or, in other 
words, about seven hundred thousand dollars of 
bounty, provided they realize as much this year 
and next year as the average of the Jast ten years. 


This proposition would give them five years, |, 
which would be equal to nearly three million dol- | 


lars. 
several of the original acts granting the original 
allowances were intended to continue. Many of 
them were limited to but two years. I give om 
but two years, and, in addition to that, they had 
notice, more than eighteen months ago, that this 
measure would be pressed. 

Mr. WILSON. 
Senate, or to subject myself to the charge made 
by the Senator from Alabama to-day, that we 
were unnecessarily interposing obstacles to the 

assage of the bill. I think the charge was not 
well founded. 
amendment extends the time three years longer 
than the Senator proposes. 
instead of 1859, making a difference of three years. 
I offer the proposition in good faith. 
to repeal these bounties which have existed, with 
the exception of three or four years, since the 
foundation of the Government, | think the Sen- 
ator ought to be willing to agree to this amend- 
ment, and give the capital and persons employed 


ually out of the business, or take such other action 
as they please, so that they will be affected as 
little as possible by the change. 

Mr. CLAY. I must correct again, for the fifth 
or sixth time, an error of the Senator’s. They 
never got bounty before 1830, if the advocates of 
the allowance spoke the truth. It is only since 
1830 they got bounty. Now, the Senator speaks 


I give them, in the way of time, as long as | 


Ido not wish to detain the | 


I wish simply to say that the | 


It carries it to 1862, | 


If we are | 


| its present disorganized state. 





May 19, 


Mr. WILSON. As to the word bounty, the 
Senator says he has corrected us several times, | 
use the word bounties, allowances, or drawbacks, 





in the same sense. It is a matter of protection 
early commenced by the Government. Now, the 
Senator says if the extension | propose be made 
it will be some three million dollars. It will only 
be allowing for the whole five years, according to 
his own statement, some one million five hundred 
thousand dollars and it is only $900,000 for the 
three additional years, supposing the amount to 
be $300,000 annually. It is less than a million 
dollars. I think it fair if the repeal is to take place 
at all, as I suppose itis, that these additional three 
years should be allowed. . 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re. 
sulted—yeas 26, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Broderick, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer,Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlarr, Houston, King, Sew- 
ard, Shields, Simmons, Stuart, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilson—26. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard,Benjamin,Bigler,Bright.Brown, 
Clay, Clingman, Davis, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Ham- 
mond, Henderson, Hunter, [verson, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian. Slidell, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The amendment made in Committee of the 
Whole was concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the final passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I have heard with some at- 
tention the discussion upon this subject, and I do 
not intend to detain the Senate by any lengthened 
remarks of mine. Under another state of affairs 
I might be disposed to vote for the passage of this 
bill; but I think the indications of this morning 
bespeak for us a prospect of difficulties on the 
ocean. The message which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations a few minutes 
ago, would seem to indicate that there is, per- 
haps, trouble ahead; and that will be, to a great 
extent, confined to the ocean; and a marine will 
be necessary; and it ought to be the most efficient 
we can muster under the auspices of the nation. 


| Our present Navy I consider as practically abol- 


ished or disbanded. It is in no situation to com- 
pete with the navy of any nation upon earth in 
i Our seamen and 
marines are generally foreigners. They have no 
tie that binds them to our service but the pay that 
they get. They are mercenaries. They are not 
citizens who have at heart the interests of the 
country. ‘They do not feel concerned for the 
honor of the national flag. 'They serve where they 
can get the best pay. We cannot rely on such 
men on board our vessels to the extent that is 
necessary in case of a maritime war. It is essen- 
tial, then, that we should pursue that policy which 
is best calculated to strengthen our marine. If 


| war should graw up between the United States 


and England it will be mainly conducted—at least 
the efficient part of it—by privateers, manned by 
active seamen; and I feel satisfied, on reflection, 


|| that this policy, inaugurated under the adminis- 
in the cod fisheries an opportunity to work grad- 


tration of General Jackson was intended with 
reference to that very object—to foster and in- 
crease our mercantile and fishing marine as fast 
as possible, so as, in the event of war, to enable 


| us to maintain our position on the seas. 


as if the withdrawing from these men of what | 


| is said to amount to about twelve dollars a man 
| is going to break up the cod fishery. 


opinion is, that it will not reduce the number 
of fish caught, or the cod-liver oil that is made, 


and that we shall get as many fish as we did be- 
fore the repeal of the bounty; and as to giving 


them five years, or, in other words, upwards of 


| three million dollars instead of the $700,000 I pro- 


oo to give them, it will only delude them, and 
eep them in the business; whereas, if the bill 


pass, allowing two years, if they can find a more | 


profitable employment in the coasting trade, or 
mackerel catching, or whale fishing, they will go 


said: My colleague [Mr. Green] has paired off '' into it. 


My own | 


] 
i] 
1] 
} 
| 
} 


| 
| 


| 
i 
1} 


| 


Under these circumstances, and with these im- 
pressions, I am prepared to vote against the bill 
before us, believing that even if such a measure 
were proper, this is not the time to adopt it, as 
we shall require the most efficient aids possible 
to maintain our position en the ocean as a mati- 
time Power; and I cannot believe that any good 
will be brought about by this measure. 

Furthermore, the multiplication of seamen and 
seafaring men will be of advantage to the section 
of country which I represent, for it will produce 
competition in the carrying trade. As our pro- 
ducts are of a character that require a commercial 
marine to transport them, I think the increase of 
a marine force will be of advantage to the South. 
Therefore, I am willing to encourage that policy 
which is calculated to increase the number of our 
seamen and our competition in the carrying trade 
in time of peace, and then, in the event of war, 
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<7 ee a. T fi \ . 
we shall be in a better situation to meet its emer- | hopes we shall take up the homestead bill, and 


gencics. | 

The yeas and nays were taken on the passage 
of the bill, and resulted—yeas 30, nays 25; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messtrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, 
Clay, Clingman, Davis, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Ham- 
mond, Henderson, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson of New Jer- 
sey, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Broderick, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, King, Seward, 
Shields, Simmons, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, and Wilson— 
a5 


~"go the bill was passed. 


Mr. CLAY. I wish to amend the title to make 
it conform to the bill. The word bounty is used 
oftentimes inappropriately. In the law the term 
is allowance, though by some strange perversion | 
of language they apply the term bounty to the | 
drawbacks on the exported pickled fish, and the 
term allowance to the tonnage of the vessels. I 
wish to amend it so as to read, ‘A bill to repeal 
all laws or parts of laws allowing bounties or al- 
Jowances to vessels employed in the bank or other 
cod fisheries.”’ 

The title was so amended. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. YULEE. I move to postpone the prior 
orders, and that the Senate take up the bill rela- 
ting to the Patent Office, which was under con- 
sideration a day or two since. I think it can be 
disposed of during the session of to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next business 
in order is the homestead bill, which the Senator 
from Florida moves to postpone, with all prior 
orders, to take up the bill (S. No. 180) to amend 
the several acts now in force in relation to the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. SEWARD. [eall for the yeas and nays. 
The first special order now is the homestead 
bill. 

Mr. YULEE. That bill can come up to-mor- 
row. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. If it is under- 
stood it will come up to-morrow merning, | have 
no objection. | 

Mr. SEWARD. Ihope the Senator from Ten- | 
nessee will not consent to that, but will insist on 
having the homestead bill taken up now. 

The yeas and nays were sake. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish merely 


| discussed. 


go on with it. I have information that it will be 
All the time we consider the home- 


stead bill to-day will be just that time saved to- 


| morrow, which can be appropriated to something 


else. I hope the Senate will go on with this meas- 
ure. It is an important one, in which the country 
is deeply interested. 

Mr. YULEE. I will not consume the time of 
the Senate by insisting on the yeas and nays. I 
will withdraw-my proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to state, and I wish 
the ear of the Senator from Tennessee, that if the 
bill named by the Senator from Florida shall come 
up, and the Senate should consider it, and should 
adjourn while itis under consideration, it will take 
precedence of the special order in the morning as 
the unfinished business of to-day. 

Mr. YULEE. I have withdrawn the motion, 
rather than consume the time of the Senate in fool- 
ishly oalling the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to withdrawing the motion. It re- 
quires unanimous consent, the yeas and nays 
having been ordered. 


"he Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 25) to grant 
any person who is the head of a family, anda 
citizen of the United States, a homestead of one 
hundred and sixty acres of land out of the public 
domain, upon condition of occupancy and culti- 
vation of the same for the period herein specified. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee.. I wish now 
to indicate an amendment to the second and fifth 
sections of the bill, which will improve them and 
make them more acceptable to some of the friends 
of the bill. In section two, I propose to strike 
out ail after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the person applying for the benefit of this act shall, 


| upon application to the register of the land office in wuich 


he or she is about to make such entry, make affidavit before 
the said register that he or she is the head of a family, or is 
twenty-one years of age, and that such application is made 
for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and those specially 
mentioned in this act, and not either directly or indirectly 
for the use or benefit of any other person or persons whom- 


| soever; and on making the affidavit as above required, and 
| filing the affidavit with the register, he or she shall there- 


to remark to the Senate that the homestead bill |! 


has been the special order since January last. 
There are two hours now set apart in the morn- | 
ing for general business, and one sixth of the 
time, one day in the week, is also set apart for 
private business. I hop? the Senate will proceed 
in regular order. I do 4ot wish to be obtrusive, 
or interfere with the propositions of any Senator, 
but I have been patiently waiting, and I hope the | 
Senate will take up the homestead bill, and let us 
vote on it. 

Mr. YULEE. We have only a fraction of to- 
day left us now. Perhaps within an hour the | 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of ex- | 
ecutive business. Within that hour, this bill, | 
which was read the other day, and to which the 
attention of the Senate, therefore, has been di- | 
rected, may be disposed of. It will not supersede 
the order of the bill of the Senator from Tennes- 
see, but I take it—and if I am wrong the Chair 
will correct me—that, whenever the Calendar is 
resumed, the homestead bill will be next in order. 
To-morrow, therefore, as soon as we have passed 
through the morning hour, the homestead bill will 
be first in order, in preference to all other busi- 
ness. I presume it will be more agreeable to the 
Senator from Tennessee to proceed to-morrow | 
with its discussion than to-day. I ask him, there- 
fore, to agree that, by general consent, the con- 
sideration of the homestead bill shall be passed 
over. It need not be formally postponed; it may 
be suspended until to-morrow, in order that we 
may proceed to the consideration of the Patent 
Office bill, which will not occupy long. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. There is no 
one on this floor more disposed to accommodate 
than I am; but if this proposition is taken up, it 
18 going to be discussed, and will consume con- 
siderable time. It will take no longer to consider 
it after we are through with the homestead bill | 


than before. 


upon be permitted to enter the quantity of land already 
specified: Provided, however, That no certificate shall be 
given, or patent issued therefor, until the expiration of five 
years from the date of such entry; and if, at the expiration 
of such time, the person making such entry, or if he be dead, 
his widow, or in case of her death, his heirs or devisee, or 
in case of a widow making such entry, her heirs or devisee, 
in case of her death, shall prove by two credible witnesses 
that he, she, or they have continued to reside upon and cul 

tivate said land, and still reside upon the same, and have 
not alienated the same, or any part thereof; then in such 
case, he, she, or they shall be entitled to a patent, asin other 
cases provided for by law: .4nd provided, further, In case 


| of the death of both father and mother, leaving an infant 


child or children under twenty-one years of age, the riglit 
and the fee shall inure to the benefit of said infant child or 
children ; and the executor, administrator, or guardian may, 
at any time within two years after the death or the surviv- 
ing parent, and in accordance with the lawsof the State in 
which such children for the time being have their domicile, 
sell said land for the benefit of said infants, but for no other 
purpose ; and the purchaser shall acquire the absolute title 


| by the purchase and be entitled to a patent from the United 


} 1 Senator from Tennesseea few amendments. The 
It is not more urgent, and I am in |! first section of the bill reads, ‘any person who | 


States. 


I also propose, in section five, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That if, at any time after filing the affidavit as required 
in the second section of this act, and before the expiration 
of the five years aforesaid, it shall be proven, after due no- 
tice to the settler, to the satisfaction of the register of the | 
land office, that the person having filed such affidavit shall 
have actually changed his or her residence, or abandoned 
the said entry, for more than six months at any time, then, 
and in that event, the lands so entered shall revert back to 
the Government, and be disposed of as other public lands 


are now by law, subject to an appeal to tle General Land 
Office. 
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is the head of a family, or a citizen of the United 
States, at the date of the passage of this act,” 
shall have aright to enter one hyndred and sixty 
acres. I suggest the striking out of the words, 
**at the date of the passage of this act,’’ because, 
as it now reads, no person born after the passage 
of this act, in case the bill should pass, would 
ever have a right to make an entry under it, 
That, I presume, is not what the gentleman 
means. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I have no ob- 
jection to the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I move to amend the first 
section by striking out the words, * atthe date of 
the passage of this act.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER. TL have an amendment to 
propose in the second section. It provides that 
a person on making the affidavit prescribed may 
enter the land, and it then goes on to provide, in 
lines seventeen, eighteen, and nineteen, that the 
person making the entry, or his widow, or rep- 
resentatives, ** shall prove by two credible wit- 
nesses that he, she, or they, have continued to 
reside upon and cultivate said lands.’’ There is no 
suggestion as to how long the residence shall have 
continued. It is to be observed that the person 
is authorized to enter the land upon making an 
affidavit. It is not necessary that he should then 
reside upon that land. There is no requisition 
that the person entering the land should at that 
time reside upon it. He is to make the affidavit 
that he is the head of a family and has no other 
land, and he may then make the entry. Proba- 
bly it is not expected that he will be a resident 
upon it then. I presume aman cannot reside on the 
land until after he has entered it. When you come 
to the finishing up of the matter, and making 
proof so as to obtain a certificate, it is provided 
that they shall prove, by two credible witnesses, 
that they have continued to reside upon the land, 
but there is nothing said as to the term of resi- 
dence required. Itdoes not say whether it shall 
be a month, or a year, or five years. 1 move, in 
line nineteen of the second section, after the word 
reside to insert, ‘* for the term of five years;”’ and 
the same amendment will be necessary in the sub- 
stitute for the second section offered by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, which contains the same 
phraseology. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I think the 
section fully covers that now; but I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I presume the Senator 
from Vermont does not mean to require that the 
devisees of the person who may originally have 
entered the land shall prove that they have re- 
sided on it five years. That, however, seems to 
me to be the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. All I want is to prove a 
residence of five years by somebody. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The amendment, I think, 
will hardly accomplish that object in the phrase- 
ology he proposes, It is that he, she, or they 
shali prove that they have resided on the land for 
five years. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That is, that the person 
shall prove that the residence has been con- 
tinued. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suggest that that would 
require a change of phraseology; for if the words 
proposed should be inserted, it would require that 
the devisee of the person making the entry should 

rove that he had resided five years on the land. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not think so. The 
word * they,’’ as there used, is a word expres- 
| sive of the persons who made the entry, and 
his successors. The person making the entry, 
whether man or woman, and those who represent 


I offer these two amendments as an improve- || him, are ingluded in the plural number, ** they.”’ 


ment on the sections as they now stand in the 
bill; and I will remark in this connection, that 
the bill has been submitted to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, with a view to have 
the sections made as practicable as possible when 
brought into operation. It has undergone a thor- 
ough scrutiny there; all the sections have been 
examined, and he thinks that the bill, with the |) 
amendments proposed in the second and fifth sec- || 
tions, can be put into successful practical oper- || 


ation. I] 
Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to suggest to the | 


[t does not refer to the two witnesses. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The proposition is that 
they shall prove by two crete witnesses that 
he, she, or they, have continued to reside upon 
and cultivate the land. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The words ‘‘he, she, or 
they,’’ there used, are words descriptive of the 
person who made the original entry, and his suc- 
cessors. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I wish to inquire whether 
an amendment to the first section would be in 
order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is now a 
pending amendment offered by the Senator from 
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Vermont to the amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. MASON. I have looked at the bill, and I 
find that it has been before the Senate for more 
than four months. It is one of a good deal of de- 
tail, and a good deal of interest, and I should not 
be satisfied to look into the subject at all until I 
could have the opportunity of doing so with more 
consideration than is allowed us by the mere pres- 
entation of an amendment, which, | understand 
from the Senator from ‘Tennessee, is a substitute 
for the second and fifth sections of the bill. [think 
it would be better to pass the bill over, and let the 
amendments be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The amend- 
ments are not long; they are printed amendments; 
they are only a slight variation from the sections 
of the bill as they now stand, and I think they 
van soon be disposed of, 

Mr. MASON. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until to-morrow; and that 
the amendments be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The amend- 
ments 1 propose are printed. Lunderstood that I 
hud the floor, and | gave way to the Senator from 
Vermont to suggest an amendment. 

Mr. MASON. Lask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ator. I did not know that the amendments had 
appeared in print. I thought they were now of- 
fered for the first time. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. These amend- 
ments can be agreed upon, and then we shall have 
the bill before us in its perfected form. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question then 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the substitute offered by Mr. Jounson, of 
‘Tennessee, for the second section as amended, 

ras adopted. The substitute for the fifth section 
was also adopted. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I dcsire to offer an amend- 
ment to the first section of the bill. It is, after 


the word ** entitled’’ in the fifth line, to insert: 


—‘*to have issued to him by the Commissioner of Public 
Lands a warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land, 
to be located in the same manner as that under which the 
bounty land warrants heretofore issued have been located on 
any of the public lands of the United States subject to entry, 
the applicantbeing required to make proof in support of his 
claiin in such manner and under such regulations as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.’ 

So as to make the first section read: 

That any person who is the head of a family and a cit 
izen of the United States, shall be entitled to have issued 
to him or her by the Commissioner of the Public Lands a 
warrant, &c. 


It will be seen that this is an important propo- 
sition. It will give to every head of a family who 
isa citizen of the United Statesa land warrant for 
one hundred and sixty acres of public land. lam 
not at this time in favor of the policy of surren- 
dering the public lands in this way. I rather 
think that, in the straitened circumstances of the 
Government, they ought to be retained and held; 
but, if they are to be given away, I think it obvi- 
ously right to make, and every Senator will see the 
importance of making, such a distribution of them 
as is equitable and fair. The operation of my 
amendment may be readily seen by an illustration: 
probably in the State of North Carolna there is 
not one man in twenty who will emigrate to the 
new States to settle on a tract of public land; the 
other nineteen are just as meritorious; they are 
always ready to bear arms in defense of the Gov- 
ernment; they pay taxes to support it, and they 
have the same interest in the public lands, and the 
same equitable right to them as the people who 
may go there. Now, with what propriety can I go 
before my constituents,and say to them, “ those 
of you who may choose to emigrate toa new State 
shall have the privilege of taking up one hundred 
and sixty acres of public property, which belongs 
to all of you; and those of you who do not think 
proper to emigrate, shall have none?” 


It is obvious, therefore, that the effect of this | 
amendment will be to put all citizens of the Uni- |) 


ted States on the same footing; and it will be no 


injury to those persons whom the Senator from | 


Tennessee wishes to benefit. On the contrary it 
will be more beneficial to them; for if I under- 
atand the provisions of bis bill he declares that 
they must go on the land, remain there for five 


years, and cultivate it. Thisisa hardship. We. 
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all know that it frequently happens that a poor | 
man settles upon a piece of land, and before he 
cultivates it for five years he wishes to go some- 
where else. He may be disposed to give it up 
on account of some misfortune; or perhaps, from 
some inducement to emigrate to another place, 
he is disposed to abandon the land. In thatevent, 
under this bill, he would lose all his Jabor and 
lose the title, whfereas if my proposition prevails 
he has his warrant; if he thinks proper to take 
possession of the land and cultivate it, he has a 
title at once; but if he emigrates he still may sell 
the land to somebody else. ‘There is this great 
advantage init: the eitizens of the old States who 
do not think proper to go may either realize the 
money by the warrant, or they may retain it, and 
when their children emigrate they may always 
avail themselves of it. 

I have another reason, Mr. President, for being 
in favor of thisamendment. The original bill, as 
it stands, seems to be an inducement, an encour- 
agement to men to emigrate into the new States. 
I think all the States ought to stand on an equal 
footing, and I do not see why you should tempt 
my constituents, or those who live in your State, 
sir, to go into a new State. I presume Kentucky 
and North Carolina are just as good as the new 
States. Why not, then, give equal privileges to 
everybody? If it is intended, as has been some- 
times argued, under this system, to encourage 
industry by compelling men to work who do not 
want to work, | would inquire of every Senator, 
what right have we to compel American freemen 
to work land if they do not wish to do it? I hold 
that every citizen of the United States should be 
free to do as he pleases: and the idea of obliging 
men, before you give them title to property, to 
perform this amount of labor, | think is certainly 
unjust. Ido not hold that we, as Senators or 
members of Congress, or asa part of the Govern- 
ment, have any right to say to our people: ** You 
are too lazy; we want to stimulate you to go off 
and get to work cutting down trees and culti- 
vating land.’’ 

I think, therefore, every Senator will see, in a 
moment’s reflection, that if any such system as 
this is to be adopted, an amendment like mine is 
free from all these objections. In the first place, 
it leaves all the States on an equal footing; it holds 
out no unjust inducement to our people to engage 
in a particular line of business which they may 
not have a fancy for, and it puts those who may 
choose to remain in their own States, and attend 
to their business there, upon an equal footing. I 
ask them if there be anything more just, if this 


system is to be adopted, than such a proposition | 


as that? I hope the Senate will adopt it. 
Mr. PUGH. It seems to me that my friend, 
the Senator from North Carolina, misunderstands 


the principle of the bill itself. 1 propose no gra- | 


tuity in voting for this bill; nothing of the sort. I 
think it willappear, from the Congressional Globe, 


that I said here two years ago that I believed the || 


work and labor, paid at the ordinary wages, that 
had been bestowed in the improvement of the 
land, was worth more than the land itself. All 
the millions of acres owned by the Government 
of the United States are not worth a shilling—not 


one of them—until you put a man on them. No- | 


body will buy them; they are of no use. But, if 


you bring all this vast unoccupied domain into | 


the occupation of the actual settler, the man who 


will impreve it; you will improve the revenues of || 


the country, because the revenue of this Govern- 


ment, after all, is derived from dutics—duties on | 
imported articles. I consider that the man who | 


will go into the Territories, or unoccupied domain 


of the United States, and cultivate one hundred | 
and sixty acres fof five years, has earned thrice, | 


and more, the value of it. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I will ask my friend (for 


| I believe he and myself agree in the general prin- 


_ tures, let us not impose any restriction to encour- | 


ciples of free trade,) if it is to the advantage of 


this man that he should go there, why not leave | 


him to decide on it for himself? It has been ar- 


gued that you should induce men to manufacture | 


by holding out bounties or protection to them. 
He and I belong to the party that say the people 
are capable of judging what 1s their own interest, 
and if they do not choose to embark in manufac- 


_age them in doing so. I ask him if the same prin- 


one does not now apply. If itis to the advantage 
° 


these persons togo Westand cultivate this land, 
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| let them go and do it. If it is not, why shall we, 
by depriving the Federal Government of this land, 
hold out inducements to compel men to go there 
| when they would not otherwise be inclined to go, 
| Mr. PUGH. I say again, I propose neither 
| to drive them there nor to persuade them there, 
| I oe think the prices at which the public lands 
/ are held are too high altogether; and, as [ said 
| before, I believe the man that goes upon the land 
and actually cultivates it for five years, has earned 
more than the value of the land itself; and I be. 
lieve, to-day, that you may take all the real estate 
of the State which | have the honor to represent, 
and appraise itindependent of the improvements, 
| and it would not pay for the daily work, estimated 
at ordinary farm wages, which has been bestowed 
upon it since that country was first settled, | 
think there never was such an error 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then the gentleman will 
see if that be the true view of it, instead of en- 
couraging men to go there and do work by which 
| they will lose, he ought rather to discourage them. 

Mr. PUGH. I do not encourage them to go 
| there for any benefit they will do themselves. | 
think it is an absolute advantage to the whole 
country; I think it is a great advantage that the 
| thousands of persons in the various cities, who 
| are living precariously, should go to some useful 

industry, which would relieve the community 
| from the burden of their present maintenance, * 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I willask this further ques- 
| tion: is not my friend running into the same ar- 
gument by which some persons insist that Gov- 
ernment shall compel the people to be temperate, 
to occupy themselves in industry, and not idle 
| their time? Do not all sumptuary and restrictive 
| laws rest on exactly the sort of argument my 
friend uses, namely, that the people are neglect- 
ing their interest and damaging themselves by 
staying in the old States, and he wishes to induce 
them to goabroad? Can he defend it on any prin- 
ciple that will not cover the other cases to which 
I have just alluded? 

Mr. PUGH. I stated before, I do not propose 
it for any great benefit they will do themselves. 
I think it will be a benefit to the whole commu- 
nity. Ido not propose to compel a man to goto 
the new States; but I simply say to every man in 
| the United States: if you are disposed to go on 
| the public domain and cultivate one hundred and 
| sixty acres of land, you shall have it. Itis no 
loss to us; for, as I said before, the land is worth 
nothing until the man goes there. Besides, I be- 
lieve the bill is confined to the alternate sections, 
|, and that certainly gives us all the advantage of 

the railroad grant system. 

Now, I ask the Senate of the United States what 
| good all this land will do us? You are proposing 
to donate vast tracts of it for a Pacific railroad. 
Why, sir, you will never make a railroad unt! 
| the afternoon of the day of judgment by such a 
system; but if you allow the country to be settled, 
the railroad will be made by the parties inter- 
| ested. What do we want with the land? What 
| good will itdo us? There is a bill on the table 
| from the House of Representatives granting mil- 
|| lions on millions of acres for the endowment of 
| agricultural colleges. The public lands of the 
Government have become a source of mere plun- 
der for every scheme—endowing insane institu- 
tions, endowing colleges, endowing literary insti- 
tutes. If you give the land to actual settlers, you 
are really benefiting the whole country, and you 
| are rendering more benefit to the cause of agricul- 
ture than ten thousand such agricultural bills as 
'| have been sent here from the House of Represent- 

|| atives. 

Mr. POLK. Allow me to suggest to the Sen- 
|| ator that as I have heard the sections of the bill 
read, I do not think it requires any cultivation of 
| the land at all, but merely that the man shall re- 
side there. 

Mr. PUGH. Five years. I think he will culti- 

vate it if you require him to reside on it five years. 
| I think if you require him to remain on the tract, 
| and actually stop five years, you will insure a good 
| deal of cultivation; and that is practically what 
| 
| 





| 





the bill amounts to. It is only the principle of 
your preémption law, except that you reduce the 
rice of the land. 

Mr. POLK. I suggest, if the object is that he 
shall cultivate and improve the land, would it not 
be better to require him in the act to do that thing’ 

Mr. PUGH. I have no objection to that. That 


| 
| 
| 


| 
' 
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isa aoe eae. My friend from Rhode || the subject of the expenses of the Government for | 

Island [Mr. Aven] calls my attention to the bill. || the purpose of reference. . | : oS 

The word * cultivate’’ is in it, in the second sec- | There being no objection, the report was re- | Mi, Sane on ne -00, & BIR 

tion: '| ceived, referred to the Committee of the Whole | 2°°° : rint- 
| 


PRINTING OF AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


: . ing the following resolution: 
“Shall prove, by two credible witnesses, that he, she, || on the state of the Union, and ordered to be - : - 
or they, have continued to reside upon and cultivate said |) printed. Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 


{and, and still resides upon the same.” 


I] was about to say—and it was only to guard | 
myself azainst misconstruction—that I do not 
| 


~ of Representatives two hundred thousand extra copies of 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is that the report the report of the Commissioner of Patents on agriculture, for 


| 
| on the tariff question ? 1857, and ten thousand for the use of the Patent Office: Pro- 
‘ Sa or ; ’ | Mr. BOYCE. Itis. — the aemregnte —— Sa = 
»ropose to vote for this bill on the ideao ratuit , ws T., i. s . ‘ report shall not excred five hundred and sixty-eight, includ- 
Pe the individual. I think, if he goes upon that || tion shat Ate toasted corsa cOvice at that cernct || :REte8 pages of luateations on wood : nd provided further, 
‘ ‘ i , , = P || tion, that five thousand eXtra copies of thatreport | That the entire amount of copy necessary to complete said 
land, resides there, and cultivates it for five years, '| be printed. 


f report be placed in the hands of the Saperintendent of Pub- 
he has earned the full value. I think it will be | The motion, under the rules, was referred to || li¢ Printing on or before the Sist day of August next. 


for the public interest. I think it will redound to | the Committee on Printing. Mr. GARNETT. I object to that report. 
the advantage oe revenues of the senna Gov- || ORDER OF BUSINESS. The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no right 
ernment, wnether you estimate upon the princi- | M ra o¢ . to object. 

. ; : : r. DAVIS, of Indiana. Whatis the regular J S : 5 
le of direct taxation, which would bring the land || aa of Coated this morning? ” _ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
itself upon the tax list, or whether you estimate | ‘To SPEAKER. It is the consideration of the | if that report has been submitted to the House? 
upon the increase of the duties on imported goods, ra ; pre vont Qnoll. The SPEAKER. A portion of it has 

‘ne it will y : report of the select committee on the Fort Snell- | ee : 
I think it will encourage the cause of agriculture | jot i vestioation Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Well, sir, Lam 
far more than the bill for the endowment of col- 5 is : 


| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Will that take pre- opposed to printing one word more than has been 
cedence of a motion to call the committees for | communicated to the House. 


leges sent to us by the House of Representatives. 
At present, the public lands are here a source 


f plunder. We have granted millions on mil- mupertas | ae seaataiominhas keen 
oF h 8 oe The SPEAKER. It will. | explanation of the resolution. . 
lions for the construction of railroads; and we 52.60 GRART | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask whether this 


have not only debauched Congress itself, but we PA 7 . | report has been ordered to be printed. 
have icvenchan the Legislatures of many of the Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, by unani- | The SPEAKER. It has. 


States of the Union. It was only last evening that | ™0us consent, offered the following resolution; |; yyy JONES, of Tennessee. When? 
I saw in one of the New York papers an abstract | Which was considered, and agreed to: | The SPEAKER. About a week ago. 
of a report made to the Legislature of one of the Resolved, That the President be, and he is requested, to || Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. Well, sir, I have 


1 7 : communicate to this House, if not incompatible with the . . . 
States as to the amount of pensions, gifts, and ublic interest, all the information which may be in the | been watching this thing all along, and I have 
bribes that had been given to the members of the | POs > Sove 2 ~ 
r »me 


. 7 —— — possession of the Governmentas to the position of the work || Seen nothing of it. I think it is time to stop the 
Legislature of a State to influence it in the distri- across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, which has been hereto- || printing of these documents which have not been 
bution of our bounty for railroad grants, by which | ee ae - a —_ eee instruc. || written,and that we might as well commence now. 
° * : | ons c ave 8 otore B rive ” e hxec ve to . . 
it appeared that an absolute majority of the mem- the Minister of the United States in Ri alos: siepah ihe or || , Mr. SINGLET ON. If I can have the atten- 
bers of each House of the Legislature and of the |; jy anywise affecting, the operations of the said Sloo under || tion of the House for a short time, I will explain 
State officers had been bribed by promises of || said grant; and especially whether the Executive of the || this matter. IL intend to make no long speech 
stock and bonds of the company for the distribu- United States has been privy to the annulling of the graut || ahoutit. The number which we have printed is 
tion of the lands to said Sloo by decree of the Mexican Executive to that || toiticaliy @ ~ hieh te b ? d of 

; 7 . effect; and that he further communicate to this House || }@eNtically the same which has been printed o 

It is well known to the Senate that I have op- || whether said grant has passed into the hands of other par- || the agricultural part of the Patent Office report 

posed all the railraad grants without exception In |; ties under the advice or suggestion of the Executive of the || for some years past — two hundred thousand 
the beginning, and that I am opposed to the agri- || United States, or with any other person connected there- |) conies, 


. with, with the knowledge of the President. If so, who the | Po 
cultural bill thathas come to us from the House of said party is, and upon what terms the said party has ac- | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Not more than two 
Representatives, and I am satisfied that the only 


: quired the claim, and such information as may be in pos- || sessions. The number whith was formerly printed 
way to remedy the abuse of the public domain is || session of the Executive as to the prosecution of said work || was one hundred thousand. The House at the 
to give itto the actual settler. 1 would rather give | Sone thn cad detead edna oats ter anil comin: first or second session of the last Congress, I do 
it to him under a preémption law, orif thatis too || has buen granted to the said persons by this Government | NOt recollect which, for the first time printed two 
high, under a graduation law, but Iam satisfied || or any Department thereof, and if so, upon what security |! hundred thousand. 

that it is not sufficient to correct the evil. I am || and authority. 


at yt su ' Mr. SINGLETON. Well, sir, 1 know it was 
willing to give it to him for nothing, and there- || Mr, MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved to re- | the case for several sessions back. 
fore I shall vote for this bill. 





: consider the vote by which the resolution was Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ do not think it‘ 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, | agreed to, and also moved that the motion to re- |) went back of the first session of last Congress. 
I was in hopes this bill would pass with little or || eonsider be laid on the table. | Mr. SINGLETON. I have to say further in 
no opposition. The wurneet has been before the | ‘The latter motion was agreed to. regard to the matter, that the Committee on Print- 
country for a considerable length of time. i] MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE || ing have determined that there shall be no colored 
Mr. MASON. The Senator will allow me to || tae teeta oo ald ed fj the Seat by || pletes in the agricuitural report for the year 1857, 
interrupt him. As he is going into the general | ee oY a ee ee cae y | 


‘ mn. ) | cis etary, informing the || #8 there have been for several preceding years. 
subject, I think it due to him and the occasion, See voit SK pen et “a the amend- || We have determined to dispense with these col- 
that we should hear him at an earlier hour in the , : 





5 || ment of the House of Representatives to the bill || red platesentirely. This a saving to the Gov- 

da i eee eceietoats Senate || (8: No.312) to provide for the collection and safe- | Weahes of oe La 4 to Shy pee dollars. 
di gre ac. of '| keeping of the public archives in the State of Cal- || "¥ © 8/80 provide that¢here shat! only Be ten pages 
adjourned. Toa il teaia” of wood cuts in that volume, the cost of which 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, Way 19, 1858. 


The House met ateleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by Rev. Mr. Rogers. 


|| of 
|| Also, that the Senate had passed an act (S. || will scarcely amount to anything. I think the 
|| No. 239) for the admission of Oregon into the || St of those cuts will not average over satel 
i Union, in which he asked the concurrence of the | dollars, and the placing of them in the volume will 
House '| cost no more than ordinary printing. The com- 
| . sjueek chrese || mittee are of the opinion, notwithstanding the 


|| gentleman from Tennessee differs from us, that 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. Mr. PHELPS. I ask the consent of the House || his is a work which should be continued for the 


CONTESTEL ELECTIONS. || to submit a motion to discharge the Committee of || benefit of the agricultural interests of the coun- 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Iam instructed by || the Whole House on the Private Calendar from || try. We find that there isa great demand for the 
the Committee of Elections to report back the | the adverse report of the Court of Claims on the || work; and, so far as my own'experience is con- 
memorial of H. P. Brooks, contesting the right | a Joseph Clymer, and that it be referred to || cerned, I believe it has been a source of great ben- 
of H. Wrvrer Davis to a seat upon this floor, | the Committee of Claims. The report states that j efit to the country, and has tended more to create 
and ask that the committee be discharged from its | the court has no jurisdiction in the case, leaving | a spirit of emulation amongst the planters, and to 


| 
| 
| 
| 





fi i ion. || it in the discretion of Congress. I hope there will || get up the formation of agricultural societies, than 
i nee tint 1 igh tates Walon | 2 aipostion. se Set te Serta anything which has ever boii done by this body. 

: 2 : ere Deing no objection; the Committee of the || The icultural interest of the country is much 
that the reports in the Ohio contested-election case || Whole House was discharged from the further || agr ural inter y 


are printed, and I propose calling up that case in 
the House to-morrow. 

The motion to discharge the committee from 
the consideration of the memorial of H. P. Brooks 


; : | larger than any other, and the farmers and plant- 
consideration of the report, and it was referred to l ers are, to all intents and pur oses, the tax-pay- 


the Committee of Claims. | ing part of the community. We very well know 
CORRECTION. - | thatthe producer is the man upon whom the taxes 





was agreed to. || -Mr. MAYNARD. I rise toa personal expla- | for the support of this Government must eventu- 
\| nation. The matter is this: I notice in the Globe | ally fall. nd it does seem to me that, although 

EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT. | of yesterday that I am not recorded as voting upon || the expense of this work may be considerable, it 

Mr. BOYCE. I ask the consent of the House || the resolution for expelling the Doorkeeper. I || is a good investment. The book will not costa 
to present the report of the select committee on 1 was present, and voted in the negative. || sum exceeding fifty or sixty cents per volume; and 
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there cannot be procured, that I am aware of, at 
any bookstore, a work containing the same 
amount of information for the planter for the same 
money. Ihave much larger applications for this 
work than I can answer. I find that not only the 
wealthy planters, but the poor men are taking an 
interest in it, and that it is creating that sort of 
spirit of emulation amongst the planters which 
has heretofore been wanting in the community. 

Ido not know that it is necessary for me to say 
anything more in reference to this matter. It 
seems to me that every man must be impressed 
with the importance of printing the book; and if 
we print at all, we should have at least two hun- 
dred thousand copies of it. If you reduce that 
number, you might as well dispense with its pub- 
lication altogether. I presume that every man 
has made up his mind on the subject, and | there- 
fore call for the previous question. 

Mr.GARNETT. I hope the gentleman from 
Mississippi will withdraw the previous quesuon 
for a moment, that | may say a few words. 

Mr. SINGLETON. 1 cannot withdraw it for 
any one. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 


main question ordered to be put. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, the House was divided. The Speaker 
announced that the ** ayes’? appeared to have it; 
whereupon— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The House was divided on the call for the yeas 
and nays; and there were—ayes 2], noes 111]; 
when— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers 
on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is adopted 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | moved to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not 
make the motion, as the question had been taken, 

Me. JONES, of Tennessee. | appeal from that 
decision. Ihave rights here which | wish to have 
protected, I made the motion before the result 
of the vole was announced. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, ‘‘Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?’’ The precise state of tacts is this: 
the question was first taken by acclamation. The 
Chair stated that the ayes appeared to have it; the 
gentieman from Tennessee called for the yeas and 
nays; the House refused the yeas and nays. The 
gentleman then called for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. ‘The House refused the tellers. Then the 

nileman from Tennessee moved to lay the reso 
ution on the table. The vote had been previously 
taken, and the Chair announced the result, stating 
it wastoo late for the gentleman from ‘Tennesse 
to make a motion to lay upon the table after the 
House had determined by a vote to adopt the re- 
solution. From that decision of the Chair the 
gentleman appeals. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to lay 
the appeal on the table. 

The motion was agreed to; and the appeal was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the 
veie by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Ressived, That the House, for the remaining days of this 
Week, at ball past four o'clock, p. m., do take a recess until 


half past seven o'clock, p.m., at which time the House 
shall resoly 


state of the Union generaily, and that at such sittings of the 


1 move to lay the 


itsclt into a Committee of the Whole en the | 


eomMMittee NO motion be in order, except that the committee | 
rise. 


Mr, DAVIS, of Mississippi. I object. 
Mer. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think it would 


be better, if we intend to adjourn in June, to agree | 


to the resolution, and have evening. sessions for 
I trust, therefore, that the gen- 


govoral debate. 
Jeman from Mississippi will withdraw his ob- | 


jection. 
Me. DAVIS, of Mississippi. No, sir; 1 do not 
withdraw it. 


| 378. Some time since the gentleman from Ken- 


| publication, and pay for the work which may have been 
| done; and that they report by bill or otherwise,” respect- 


) submit a resolation herewith which dispenses with the pub- 


| terference with existing orders. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to any || 
recess. | 
FORT SNELLING. 
Mr. PETTIT. Mr. Speaker, it will be remem- | 
bered by the House, that to-day has been set 
apart for the purpose of taking up as the special 
order the resolution of the committee appointed 
to investigate the facts and circumstances con- 
nected with the sale of Fort Snelling. By agree- 
ment of the committee it is now desired—and it 
is hardly necessary that I should state the rea- 
sons—that this order shall be postponed; and I 
rise for the purpose of making the motion that 
the special order be postponed until Wednesday 
of next week. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF BOOKS BY CONGRESS. 


Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speuker, I wish to call 
the attention of the House this morning to cer- 
tain resolutions that are embodied in report No. 


! 
i 
1 - | 
tucky [Mr. Burnett] introduced a resolution ask- | 
ing the attention of the Committee on Printing to | 
the propriety of reducing the number of certain | 
works ordered by previous Congresses, This re- || 
port is in response to that resolution. It is short, 
and Task that it be read, and I shall! ask for action | 
upon the resolutions accompanying it this morn- 
ing. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
orivileved quesuon? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that | 
it is a report from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Yes, sir, it is a report made 
in response to a resolution of the House. 

Mr. SINGLETON. lask the particular atten- | 
tion of gentlemen to the report, as we are about | 
to act upon it. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Joint Committee on Printing, who were instructed by 
a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 5th of 
April last © to inquire into the propriety of suspending the | 
printing of any books which may have been ordered by any 
previous Congress ; and if the printing of any of said books 
has been commenced, that they inquire how far the work 
has progressed, and whether itis proper to discontinue their 


Is this a | 


fully ask leave to submit the following report: 
That they have carefully examined into the matters re- | 
ferred to them, and have found that all the reports ordered || 
to be printed by Congress, previous to the present session, 
have either been completed, or are in such a state of for- 
wardness that the suspension of either of then would result | 
in the loss of much valuable infotmation to the country, | 
whieh has been collected at very great expense. } 
Their investigations, however,sthave ted them to the con- | 
clusion that, while they recommend the completion of the | 
printing of ali the reports hereiofore ordered, the number of 
copies may be so reduced upou some of the volumes not 
yet printed as to effect a very considerable saving of the 
public money, and, at the same time, furnish as mauy copies | 
of each as will meet all the requirements of the Govern. | 
ment and of the public. 
The nofinished works are three in ‘number ; as follows : 
l. The Report of the results of the United States Naval 
“Astronomical Expedition to Chili, ordered to be printed at | 
the first session of the Thirty-Third Congress. ‘This work | 
will comprise six volumes; four of which are printed, and 
the printing of the remaining two is progressing simulta- 
neously. The number of extra copies being small—one | 
thousand for the Senate and two thousand for the House— | 
the saving of expense to be effected by rescinding the reso- || 
| 
; 


lutions te print them would be so inconsiderable that the | 
committee do not deem it expedient to recommend any th- 


2. Reports of Explorations and Surveys to ascertain the |; 
most practicable and economical reute for a railroad from |! 
the Mississippi river to the Pacifie ocean. These reports 
will make twelve large quarto volumeg, (including one vol- 
ume of charts,) elaborately illustrated. The Seuate has 
ordered the printing of twelve thousand four hundred copies, | 
and the House eleven thousand five hundred and twenty 
comes, The printing of eight volumes has been cowpleied ; 
the ninth aud tenth have been nearly finished ; the eleventh 
(comprising the narrative of Governor Stevens’s expedition) 
has not yet been commenced, nor the copy furnished; and 
the printing of the twelfth, being the volume of charts, has 
not yet been commenced, though the whole expense of en- 
graving these charts on copper, amounting to about forty- 
five thousand dollars, has been incurred. Inasmuch as the | 
volume comprising the narrative of Governor Stevens’s ex- | 
pediion will not be prepared in time to commence the print- 1) 
ing previous tu the next session of Congress, and as a disposi - || 
tion ig manifested to curtail all expenditures in reference to | 
this work that can with propriety be made, your committee 

| 
' 
} 


lication of this volume until Congress shall otherwise direct. |) 
The cost of this volume is estimated at $103,000. i 
The committee also recommend that the pumber of 
copies of the volume of chafts be reduced from twenty-three | 
thousand nine hundred and twenty to three thousand nine || 
hundred and twenty copies, which will give the usual num- |) 


, ber of copies for the two Houses of Congress, five hundred || 


copies for the use of the War Department, and fifty copies || 


heretofore ordered by the Senate to each of theofficers com- |; 
manding expeditions. This will effect a saving of upwards |: 
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of eighty thousand dollars. Should the wants of the Goy. 
ernment hereafter require an additional number of these 
eharts, they could be procured at -mall expense, ax the 
plates from which they are printed are the property of Coy. 
gress, and will be preserved for future use. 

3. Report of the United States Cummissioner to survey the 
boundary line bet ween the United Sia es end the Republic of 
Mezico, ordered to be printed at the first session of tie 
Thirty Fourth Congress. This report comprises two vol. 
umes, the firstof which has been completed. Of the second 
volume, the Senate has ordered the printing of two thoy 
sand extra copies ; and, if the order of the House to priny 


| the report included also the printing of the second volume 


or appendix, there are required for the House ten thousand 
extra copies. This volume will contain about five hundred 
pages of text, and two hundred and eighty. two pages of 
Ulustrations; and its estimated cost is $107,000. The en- 
graved plates for this volume have all been contracted for, 
under the authority of the Secretary of the Interior, and are 
nearly completed. 

As the number of copies ordered appears to be more than 
the public interest requires, the committees recommend that 
it be reduced to one thousand extra copies for the Senate, 
and thre: thousand for the House, thereby effecting a saving 
of about sixty thousand doilars. 

There are also six large index maps engraved on copper ; 
but as they ure not intended to be bound in either of the 
volumes of the report, and as there appears to be no general 
interest attached to thei, itis recommended that they be 


| turned over to the Secretary of the Interior, who could have 


copies printed from time to time, as the public interest 
might require. 

The amount required to compiete the printing and bind- 
ing of these reports, with the illustrations, is estimated at 
$643,423. To stop all of them at present would effect an 
apparent saving of probably four hundred thou-and dollars ; 
but this would cut off entirely the fourth and filth voluines 
of the astronomical report, four volumes of the Pacific 
railroad reports, and the second volume of the Mexican 
boundary report, and would render wholly valueless printed 
and engraved matier, which has either been paid for or yet 
to be paid for, amounting to more than half a million of dol. 
lars; much of which, doubtless, is absolutely necessary for 
the uses of Government, and all of which is valuable or in- 
teresting to the public. If, however, the recommendations 
of the committee meet the approbation of Congress, the sum 
of $396,000 will complete all the reports in reduced num. 
bers, (though it is believed sufficiently large for all neces. 
sary purposes,) and a saving thereby effected of about three 
hundred and thirty thousand dollars. 

The committee, therefore, recommend the adoption of the 
following resolutions : ; 

Resolved, That the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives of the 14th February, 1855, directing the printing of 
ten thousand extra copies of the reports of the explorations 
and surveys to ascertain the most practicable and econom- 
ica! route for a railroad from the Mississippi river to the Pa- 
cific ocean, be so far modified as that no extra copies of the 
volume of charts be printed for distribution by the members 
of this House; and that the printing of the volume com 
prising the narrative of the expedition under Governor ste- 


|, Vens, be suspended until the further ord«r of the House. 


Resolved, ‘That the resolution of this House of 15th Au- 
gust, 1856, which directs the printing of ten thousand extra 
copies of the report of Major Emory on the Mexican bound. 
ary survey, be so far modified as to authorize the printing 
of three thousand extra copies, for distribution by the mem. 


| bers of this Honse, of the second volume or appendix to said 


report. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I desire simply to state 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 1 wish 'o ask the 
gentleman from Ohio if he intends to call the pre- 
vious question upon the resolution? 

Mr. NICHOLS. That is my intention. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I hope the gentle- 
man will do so. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, Will the gentleman from 
Ohio yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to go on without in- 
terruption if I can, and I say it with no disre- 
spect to any member of the House. 1 will yield 





|, to the gentleman to propound a question. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. Will the gentleman per- 


mit me to offer an amendment to his resolution? 


Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to make my own 
statementin reference to this matter. I will allow 
the gentleman to indicate to the House his amend- 
ment hereafter, and then decide whether I will 
withdraw the previous question to admit it. 

Wherever a work has not been commenced, 
wherever nocontracts have been let, wherever no 
obligation has been ineurred on the part of the 
Government under the orders of previous Con- 
gress, We strike the work all down. It is our in- 
tention to do so, and I call the attention of the 
House to one single fact in regard to the Pacific 


| railroad. 


Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman permit 


| me to ask him a question? 


Mr. NICHOLS. I beg the gentleman to un- 
derstand that I wish to dispose of this question 
without interruption to the other business of the 
House. I think I shall anticipate the gentleman's 
question before I get through. I say that where 
ever no liability has been incurred, we seek to cut 
off the work, to stop it here, and to save expense. 
But we recommend the continuance of most of the 
work that has progressed so far towards comple- 
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tion that to stop it now would subject the Gov- i ie nena: Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, MeQueen, 
kaa eclamations for damages, and would || Sauel 8. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miller, Moore, 
ernmie * to rec Fon teh thie oe ’ Dee wth d || Isaac N. Morris, Mott, Niblack, Nichols, Parker, Peyton, 
be productive of no & - But where || Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Reagan, Ricaud, Ruffin, || 
ever the work has not been commenced, it 18 rec- || Russell, Sandidge, Scales, Searing, Seward, Aaron Shaw, | 
ommended by the committee that it shall not be | Henry M. Shaw, John Sherman, Shorter, Singleton, Robert | 
dont and that nothing more shall be commenced. Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Spinner, Stall- 
* a che attentidw Of the Bouse to theae Pacité || worth, Stanton, Stephens, Stevenson. James A. Stewart, 
c 

railroad surveys. Originally, the work was es- 
| 


EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Speaker, my friend 


from South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] made a report 
this morning from a select committee, of which I 
amamember. I desire to ask leave to present 
hereafter a minority report, which is not quite | 
prepared. 

P ' pa 
| ‘There being no objection, leave was granted. 


CIVIL APPR°PRIATION BILL. 
Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I move that the 


rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself | 
into a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House | 
| resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Smirn, of Tennes- | 
| see, in the Chair,) and resumed the consideration 





Talbot, Miles Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Watton, Wat | 

kins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, Wortendyke, || 

timated for, and its publication was recommended || John V. Wright, and Zollicotfer—115. 

upon the assurances of those who had it in charge pee ee Se, sneae: Asmat, Sanpete eo 

that it would make only four volumes. It was |, Clark, Clemens, Cockerill, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Damrell, 

subsequently ascertained that they proposed to || Davis of Massachusetts, Dawes, Dean, Dimmick, Dodd, 

make six volumes of it. And-now ‘we have in- || Const" Mocrison Murrie, Haskin, Will, Howard, Ket, | 

formation thata twelfth volume has been prepared sey, Knapp. ‘Landy, Lovejoy, Matteson. Morgan. Morrill, 

during this session of Congress, and has been so || Edward Joy Morrix, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, 

far advanced in its preparation that they ask the wt i Palmer, —_ Pike, Sno reat me, 

x ; s, Royee.: am 38 Thayer, Thomp.- |! 

Government to make it a supplemental volume to |) Rovbis, Royce. scot, Wusiam Stewart, Payer. Thom. 

the work. ae paar einen as rm | burn, Elihu B.Washburne, Wijson, and Wood—65. 

assurance have we rk ever wi ‘ a ata, 

completed? We propose a discontinuance of ive ae e rouener? ae apps ba Oakes 68 

and a notification to those who have it in charge | pi the noe ee aon nd 9 al, . 

that their labors ought to conclude, if they have || y re = Seu ntigpangine iy WANG & . 

not done 80. | ae to lay the motion to reconsider upon the ' 
In reference to the charts and maps, I desire to || “Th eo - ca 

call the attention of the House to a practical ques- | ere: ee On aEraNy Fe: i! 

tion. We propose, inasmuch as they have been {| Mr. N IC HOLS. I move to refer the ceumates 
repared, to turn them over to the Secretary of |, contained in the report to the Committee of Ways 

the Interior. They are public property, the prop- | 8d Means. 

erty of the Government. They have been pre- The motion was agreed to. 

pared under appropriations made by Congress un- 

der the direction of the Secretary of War, without 

the concurrence of the Superintendent of Public 

Printing atall, and whenever occasion requires 

the printing or publication ofany more maps, then 

the property is in the hands of the Government, 

and Congress can order their publication. 1 will 

state, in conclusion, that the result which we ar- 

rived at was that, by the adoption of the commit- 

tee’s report, a saving of $306,000 would be effected. 

I now move the previous question. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. We have published, I 


believe, eight or ten volumes of the Pacific rail- 
road surveys, all pertaining to southern routes. 
Now, | ask the House, if they are willing to sup- 
ress the only volume that we are to have in re- 
hation to the extreme northern route? I desire to 
move to strike out that part of the resolution. 
Mr. NICHOLS. I will say in reply to the gen- 
tleman, that the surveys of Governor Stevens are 
embraced in the first volume, and the volume that 
he now proposes to submit is simply the narrative | 


on the call for the previous question. 4, || tion was on the amendment of Mr. Marsuatt, 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. I hope the ‘House will || of Kentucky, to strike out the following clause of 

vote down the previous question. The simple |! iyo pil: * 7” 

preliminary explorations of the northern route || 

are all that are in the first volume. | for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the pro- 

previous question. Mr. LOVEJOY. Is an amendment to the 
Teilers were ordered; and Messrs. Reacan and || amendment now in order? 


3UFFINTON Were appointed. “he CHAIRMAN. The amendment is open 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— || to amendment. 

ayes 86, noes 44. Ht 
So the previous question was seconded. | ment by striking out ** $60,000,” and inserting | 
The main question was then ordered to be put. } *© $100,000."’ 
Mr. WALBRIDGE demanded the yeas and | 


| Mr. Chairman, we annually vote here millions 
nays on the adoption of the resolution. |, piled upon millions, almost without discussion, 
r. COBB called for tellers on the yeas and || and without opposition, for the Army and for the 
nays. | Navy—$10,000,000 in deficiency bills, and all that 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WaLErinGE | sort of thing; but when we come toa proposition 
and SINGLETON were appointed. to give a few thousands instead of millions for 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— | agriculture, fur the benefit of the class which really 
ayes thirty-eight. | bear the greater portion of the burdens of the 
So the ye»s and nays were ordered. || Government, it is met with objection and opposi- 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. I a&k fora division of || tion. 
the question. There are two resolutions. | We have been chasing down doorkeepers and 
The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot now en- || clerks and reporters and messengers and pages, 
tertain the call fora division. If the gentleman || we have set figure-fours for catehing the mice 
had asked fora division before the >revious ques- | which are eating Uncle Sam’s cheese, while the | 
ton was seconded he would have veen entitled || wolves have been gorging themselves from the | 
to it. } fold. Now I protest against taking out the little 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. I will not appeal from || pittance that we vote here forthe farming interest. | 
the decision of the Chair. \" "The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- | 
he question was taken; and it was decided in | SHALL] moves to strike out the entire clause. We | 
the affirmative—yeas 115, nays 65; as follows: have willingly paid for war-horses, and for war- 
YEAS —Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Anderson, Atkins, || Tiors to ride them, and who do ride them until | 


Avery, Blair, Becock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Bryan, Bur- || they are as destitute of caudal appendages as was 
nett, Burns, Caskie, John B. Clark, Clawson, Clay, Cobb, || Tam O’Shanter’s mare, according to the state- | 
Jobin Cochrane, Coruing, Cragin, James Craig, Crawford, 7 

Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of M : 

Davis of lowa, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, || SHALL,] himself. And yet he Cannot vote asmall | 


Eustis, Florence, Foley, Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, Gilmer, || appropriation for seeds and cuttings for the farm- || ha 
Taine | with arched neck and neatly-trimmed harness. 
| Pictures are symbols of ideas, and this would 


" enwood, Gregg, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, || j opulatio 
Thomas L. Peer : 
ton, Jentina Tent Genes - ee i sever: eek, r. DEAN, (in his seat.) Turnips. 


wen Jones, Keitt, Kellogg, Kilgore, Jacob M. Kunkel- 
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of the bill (H. R. No. 200) making appropria- || 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- | 
d hist ful lorati | insist || ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1859. || 
end natural history of these explorations. rose oe | 

7 P | The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending ques || énd is a representation of Old: Put leaving ‘his 


‘For collection of agricultural statistics, investigations || , rw a 
_ have given some paintings that would represent 
Mr. GREENWOOD demanded tellers on the |) curement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, $60,000.” |! the agriculture of the present time—of 1858—so 
|| that one or three hundred years hence those who 


| see them should learn what was the condition of 


i 


ississippi, || Ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- || 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes, sir; there isan attempt 
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} * . * . . 
_ to ridicule this appropriation on the ground that 


it is for the purchase of hollyhocks and morning- 
lories and mignonnettes and French poppies, 
ow, sir, I would as soen vote money for poppies 


as popinjays. It is well ‘known that we vote 


means for grinding out popinjays at the Militar 
Academy at West Point, who strut around with 
little epaulettes upon their shoulders, and red or 
yellow stripes up and down their pants. They 
are swarming over the country everywhere like 
the frogs and locusts of Egypt. You have no 
appropriate use for only a smail portion of these 
persons. Some of them, it seems, are employed 


| as lamp-lighters, and horses are provided for 


them te ride up stairs to pour oil into their lamps, 
I suppose; for 1 do not know what other use they 
have for horses. 


But all this is right enough. Ido not know 


| whether these young gentlemen could couch a 


lance in ar actual tilt or not; they no doubt un- 
derstand the tournament of ** les Lanciers.”’ I do 
not know how well they understand the drill of 
the manual exercise; they are familiar with the 
mazes of the polka and the waltz. Ido not know 
how well they understand marching to the sound 


of martial music to the field of battle; but they 


know perfectly well how to saunter around ia 
your parlor hotel, stroking down their mustaches, 
and playing all the pranks of an exquisite. 

To pay large sums to educate these dapper 
gentleman, is all well enough; but nothing can be 
voted for the farming interest. Why, sir, 1 would 
sooner vote money for good cabbage-heads. But, 
sir, the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky 
are all well enough against the abuses of this thing; 
but not against the thing itself. If you are going 
aguinst everything thatis abused, there would be 
but very little of the Governmentleft. If you will 
look at the Administration itself, you will find, as 
1 think, that itis composed of measureless abuses; 
but that is a matter of opinion. 

Now, sir, these military men are to be found 


| everywhere. ‘The superintendent for constructing 
| this Capitol must be a military man; and if you 
| ask for their monuments, | would reply in the lan- 


guage of the epitaph of Sir Christopher Wren, in 
St. Paul’s: ** Simonumentum queris, circumspice.’” 
If you wanta monumentof military architecture, 
look at the meretricious and garish gilding of 
these walls, and the splendid specimens of fresco 
paintings in these panels And then go down 
into the Agricultural Committee-room—at one 


low; and at the other end is Cincinnatus, also 


eaving his plow. 
Now, sir, the proper idea is, in my view, to 


agriculture of the present year. ‘There is one ex~- 


| ception—that of a reaper. This ts as it should be. 
| Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to amend the amend- || That is on one side, in the middle of a field of 
| wheat, and looks very well, except that it ought to 
| have been at the side of the field, as that 1s where 


cutting begins. Over head, we have pictures of 
Bacchus, Ceres, and so on, surrounded with cu- 
pids, cherubs, &c., to the end of heathen mythol- 
ogy. All this we have; but nota single specimen 
ot the valuable breeds of cattle, horses, sheep, &c., 
which are now found inthe country. In another 
panel, we have a company of harvesters, with 
the sickle, which is weil enough, only a quarter 
of a century too late. 

But worst of all, there is not a single picture to 
represent maize. A panel ought to have been 
given to this single production. It should have 
been represented in its different stages; as it 
emerges, weak and diminutive, from the ground; 


| as it sways in its dark luxurianceof June and 
| July; and then as it waves its tasseied crest, like 


the plumes of an armed host; and last, in its rich 
golden maturity. 

The picture of Putnam would ‘have been very 
well in the committee-room of Revolutionar 


| Claims, but has no significance where it is, as it is 
| a revolutionary reminiscence. In the place of this 


should have been the picture of a western plow, 
with its polished steel mold-board, with the hardy 
eee with one hand resting on the plow- 

andle, and with the other holding a span of bays, 


have told to the future the present mode of cul- 
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wre of free labor. 


At the opposite end, in the 


two thousand years ago,) there should have been 
a negro slave, with untidy.clothing, with aslouch- 
ing gait, shuffling along by the side of a mule 
team, with ragged harness and rope traces, draw- 
ing a barrel of water on the forks of a tree. This 
would represent the idea of slave labor. Thus 
we should have a symbol of the two systems of 
labor now straggling for the ascendency. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I presume the House 
will. very readily concur with me in the opinion, 
as a matter of courtesy at least, that if the gen- 
tleman from Illinois |Mr. Lovesoy] had the man- 
agement of this great Republic, things would be 
infinitely better managed than they are at present. 
He reminds me very much of the man who was 
always finding fault with the weather, sometimes 
complaining that it rained a little too much, some- 
times that it wasa little too dry; but always find- 
iug fault with the arrangements of Him who rules 
on high, and governs all things well. 
however, intend to indulge in criticism, and I 
will therefore address myself to the question now 
under consideration. I will not discuss the ques- 
tion of the jurisdiction of the House over this 
question, or of the propriety of making the mem- 
bers of the House the great seed distributors of 
the Republic. 

In the first instance, allow me to say that one 
objection 1 have to the measure is, that it is ut- 
terly impossible for the members of the House to 
send seeds to all their constituents. 


conveniences arising from that fact. It 1s utterly 


criminating is that while he flatters one he offends 
another. 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, a dozen others. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, that is true. 

A Memser. Send them in smaller parcels. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Gentlemen may 
scatter their seeds in small parcels and spread 
them over more surface. 

Mr. STANTON. That makes the matter still 
worse. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, sir; I say it 
is a great labor for the Representatives upon this 
floor to engage in this business of distribution. It 
is impossible to be performed without giving more 
or less offense, and I have no doubt it is asource 
of much unpopularity. 

But there is another view of the subject. Is 
there any necessity for this appropriation? Can 
the people of the country derive their seeds in no 
other way than through this channel? | say they 
can usually do it, for where there is a demand, 
there is enterprise enough to supply that demand. 
What right have we to come into competition 


with the seedmen of the country—with that legit- || 


imate individual competition which is for the ben- 
efit of the whole people? What right have we to 
get up an establishment, in a marble building 
here, to come into competition with the seed-stores 
of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and other cities? That 
is what we are doing. We are the rivals of the 
private enterprises of the American people. Ought 
we to occupy that position? There is not a gen- 
tleman here who will not admit that what we do 
here is within the reach of private enterprise. 

In these two aspects, it does seem to me that 
we ought to rid ourselves of this duty, because, 
in undertaking to perform it, we render no sub- 
stantial interest tothe country I trust the amend- 
ment of the gentleman over the way will not be 
adopted, and that the appropriation will be ma- 
terially diminished. 

Mr. LOVEJOY, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 
amendment: 

That no portion of the sum hereby appropriated shall be 
applied to the purchase of flower seeds. 

The House has this morning ordered the print- 
ing of two hundred thousand volumes of the ag- 
riculiural portion of the Patent Office report. It was 
alleged by the gentleman from Mississippi, {Mr. 
Sine.eron}—and very properly too—that the ob- 
ject of printing this work was for the purpose 
of advancing the farming interest of the country. 
If that be true, and I do not doubt it, | think the 
amendment now 
object—that it is for the purpose of procuring such 


I offer the following 


| benefit to any person whatever. 


I do not, | 


There is not || 
a member here who has not experienced the in- || 


nding is in furtherance of that 
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] seeds, through the instrumentality of the Patent 
place of Cincinnatus and his plow, (the plow of || Office, as will improve the agricultural interests | 
My experience is that a large | 


of the country. 
/ amount of the sum keretofore appropriated for the 
| purpose of purchasing seeds and cuttings, which 


|| are proper to be distributed among the farmers of 
|| the country, has been appropriated for the purpose 


| of buying flower seeds, which are of no earthly 
A large portion 
| of them upon fair trial have proved to be utterly 
_ worthless. .The Patent Office has been imposed 
| upon to a considerable extent in the purchase of 
| these seeds; but if M is the determination of the 


'| House to make an appropriation of $60,000 for | 
| the purpose of purchasing seeds for distribution | 
|} among the farmers of the country, I think it is | 
| right and proper that the motion of the gentleman | 
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a tract, in agriculture and horticulture, and you 
will soon find that instead of its being an annual 
drain on the Treasury of $60,000, it will be q 
matter which every agriculturist would be willin 
to poy out of his own pocket. 

he question was taken on Mr. Greenwoop’s 
amendment and it was rejected. 

Mr. TALBOT. Feeling a deep interest in the 
agricultural and mechanical interest of the coun. 
try, | move to amend by striking out ** $60,009” 
and inserting ‘* $70,000.’ If I did not conceive 
Mr. Chairman, that this proposition was an en. 
tering wedge against the Patent Office, the great 
agricultural and mechanical department of the 
Government, I should not open my mouth; but 
the speech of my honorable colleague [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL] satisfies me most thoroughly on the sub- 


fs 
5 


| from Kentucky to strike out the entire clause || ject. How isit, and why isit? I confess lam 


should not prevail. 


in my amendment may be adopted, so as to pre- 
vent the Patent Office from expending any portion 
| of the amount for the purchase of flower seeds. 


|| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would rather have 


the flower seeds than anything else. 
soul! the ladies must have the flower seeds. 
Mr. GREEN WOOD. 


gentleman in that particular. 
for distribution which are merely for ornamental 
purposes, 


judgment, according to the Constitution, to en- 


of doing that. 


|| AsJ said before, if this clause is to be retained, | 
impossible for him to obtain a supply sufficient to | 
furnish every constituent, and the effect of dis- | 


I hope my proviso will be adopted. 


| pose the amend ment offered to my amendment, ard 
| . . 
|| more particularly for the purpose of saying that 


|| 1 offered my amendment in good faith. Speeches | 


|| are constantly made by public men here, readily 
| understood, for carrying the farming class of this 

|| country to the groves of **Blarney.’’ Now, let me 
say to gentlemen who indulge in this sort of thing, 

| that there is noclass of men inthis country,whether 


| considered in reference to their number, their sub- 


stance, or their intelligence, ahead of the farming 
| class, and that there is noclass that can more cor- 
rectly discriminate between those who pursue 
their substantial good, and those who keep up 
_ an appearance of it only, in promoting and main- 
taining a system that annually carries an expend- 
iture of money which comes out of the farmers’ 
| pocket to an excess, without accomplishing any 
useful purpose. 
| Look at the rise in these appropriations! When 


I first came to Congress there was appropriated 


annually $500 for this purpose. Afterwards the 
appropriation rose to $1,000. Afterwards, when 
you had got this seed bureau in operation, and a 
man at the head of it, the appropriation ran up 
' to $10,000. In the last Congress, under pretense 
| of getting sugar-cane for the purpose of resetting 
the fields of Louisiana, we put it up to $75,000;and 
now here is a standing appropriation of $60,000. 
| Gentlemen on that side of the House, and indeed 
| on all sides of the House, are complaining every 
| day of the condition of the Treasury. When I pro- 
pose to take the snags outof the Mississippi and 
the Missouri and the Ohio rivers, I am told of the 
condition of the Treasury, although the returns 
_of the Government show that more than a mil- 
lion’s worth of property of the western people is 
‘| sunk annually in these matters. 
| stand here, and, with smiling faces, spend $60,000 
| a year for morning-glories and johnny jump-ups! 
Laughter} 


|| Sir, if I wanted to do something substantial for 


act of from 
overnment 


|| the farming classes, I would select a 


] three to five thousand acres from the 


| lands in the fertile west; and 1 would give $60,000 
}, a year asa fund with which a model farm might 
be established under the guidance, not of polli- 
ticians, as here in the bureaus of Washington, but 
of a class of men selected from the body of the 
agriculturists of the country. If this $60,000 was 


annually expended in this way, it mip result in 

hink of it, 
r_cent. on a fund of || think that anything is to be gained by prolonging 
ou ean give them such a farm with- fens 


some actual good to agriculturists. 
sir, $60,000 a year is six 
$1,000,000. 


I trust, however, if the mo- | 


; . 6. ia . ae 
tion should not prevail, the restriction contained , 


I cannot agree with the | 
I take it that they | 
|| have no power to purchase any character of seeds | 


. . ' 
We have the right, however, in my | 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise to op- | 














And yet you || first 





ata loss to know why it is, that wlienever we 
“want men to make up the armies of the country; 


|| we go to the farmers and to the mechanics; when. 


ever we want men to make up the navies of the 
country, we go to the farmers and the mechanics; 


| whenever we want food and raiment, we go to 
Bless my || 


the farmers and to the mechanics; and whenever 
we want men and money, for any purpose what- 
ever, we go to the farmers and mechanics. But 
whenever money is proposed to be approprinied 
for their benefit, we find the most gifted men of 
the House rise in their places, and with scorn 
and contempt, bring their mighty ‘minds to bear 


»C || against the project. Gentlemen endeavor to throw 
courage agriculture, and this is one of the modes | 


ridicule on the proposition to collect statistics and 
investigations for promoting agricultural and rural 
economy, by saying that the money is squandered 
for cabbage seeds and morning-glories. They are 
not willing to vote to their wives and daughters 
even cabbage seeds and morning-glories. How 
much money does this bill propose to appropriate 
for the purpose indicated? Only the pitiful sum 
of $60,000. To how many people? To thirty mil- 
lion people, in thirty-three States. How much 
do you think it is to my congressional district? 
Only about one hundred and fifty dollars—about 
twelve dollars and fifty cents for each county [ 
represent. And I believe there are at least one 
hundred men in each county who would be willing 
to pay that sum out of their own pockets every 
year for life rather than not enjoy the benefits to 
flow to them from the appropriation in question. 

I am surprised to hear the proposition from any 
quarter, to strike out this appropriation. But [ 
am the more astonished that this proposition 
should have come from my own State, and from 


|| my honorable colleague, who has the honor to 


represent one of the richest and proudest agricul- 
tural districts in that noble Commonwealth. My 
honorable colleague is one of the only two delegates 
from the State of Kentucky, to the convention of 
the great National Agricultural Association, got- 
ten up solely for the purpose of promoting agricul- 
ture and the mechanic arts, and yet he is the first 
gentleman on this floor to move to strike out this 
appropriation. What, sir, is his proposition? To 
reduce the appropriation? No,sir. To make it 
$30,000? No, sir. To make it $20,000? No, sir. 
To make it $10,000? No, sir; nota solitary dol- 
lar does he propose to give to collect statistics, 
&c.,to promote the great agricultural and mechao- 
ical interests of this country; but he brings his 
mighty mind and his mighty arm to the work, 
and with one fell swoop strikes out the appropri- 
ation altogether. Sir, Kentucky is one of the 
ricultural States in the Union, and the last 
State from which a proposition of this sort should 
have emanated, and my honorable colleague, rep- 
resenting the great agricultural interests he does, 
is the last man from whom I should have expected 


| such @ proposition. 


I am, sir, for retrenchment and reform; but | 
am not willing to strike down, first of all, the 
great agricultural and mechanical department of 
the Government. 

Mr. KEITT. I rise to oppose the amendment 
rather formally than otherwise. My judgmentis 
against this whole scheme of distributing seeds, 
and in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Marsnatt.] Still, I do not 
We have had 


this discussion. it here every ses- 


out costing youanything. Youmay makea res- || sion for the last five years, and every member of 





low $60, 


ervation for agricultural purposes, as you do for 
military purposes, out of your public lands. Al- 
a year to make experiments on such 


the House has made up his mind about it. 1 do 
not regard it as a blow to the agricultural interests. 
The question that presents itself to my mind 1s 
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anaemia 


this: does anybody deriveany advantage from this 
expenditure ? Are the seeds, scattered through 
the country, grown by the Department or by the 
farmers? 
ae TALBOT. I will answer the gentleman. 
] believe the State of Kentacky hes, withia the last 
three years, profited to the amount of $1,000,000 
by the distribution of the simple article of wheat. 
“Mr. KEITT. I am very glad that some good 
wheat was distributed to the State of Kentucky. 
] find here that $12,000 is annually paid for sal- 
aries. I want to know from what fund these sal- 
aries are paid, whether out of this appropriation 
or not? 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. The appropriation 
of $60,000 is made by Congress directing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to collect these seeds and 
distribute them. The estimate shows that to col- 
lect these seeds it requires $60,000, which em- 
braces payment for men of skill and talent to se- 
lect them. 

Mr. KEITT. Then the salaries of $12,000 do 
come out of this $60,000 ? 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. KEITT. So far as my knowledge goes, 
these seeds are usually bought inthe city of Wash- | 
ington. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Many of them are 
bought in Europe. 
Mr. KEITT. 
Patent Office, and been told that they had not the 


aday ortwo. Ido not think that this matter is 
worth the trouble of going into now. I wish to 


I have sometimes gone into the |, 


hasten the passage of the bill. I amin favorof the | 


amendment of thie gentleman from Kentucky, 
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|| ought not to lessen it, but that we ought to allow | 
this system to go on, and to permit the valuable || 
| seeds to be introduced into the country which are 


[Mr. Marswatt,] to strike out the whole thing; || 


but I do not think it is worth wasting further time 


on it. 
Mr. TALBOT withdrew his amendment. 


Mr. SEWARD. I offer the following amend- | 
ment: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner 
of Patents to submit to the Committee of Accounts of the 
House of Representatives, at the commencement of each 
session of Congress, the invoices of seeds and cuttings pur- 
chased with the money hereby appropriated, and also a 
statement of the expenses in procuring agricultural statis- | 
tics, and the incidental expenses in procuring seeds, cut- 
tings, and information. 

I am satisfied that this whole appropriation is 
entirely unnecessary; but if it has to be made I 
think it is important to the country to know how 
itis to be expended. The only way to correct 
the abuse is to hold the person who has control 
of the money to a strict accountability to show 
how it has been expended. 

My impression is that so far from the Patent 
Office being a matter of competition with the seed | 
stores in Washington, they derive a large amount | 
of their support from it in the sale of a quantity | 
of useless seeds. If we send agents to Europe | 
to buy seeds, | want the accounts of their ex- | 
penditures exhibited. I want to know the pre- | 
cise amount paid out for agricultural statistics and | 
for any other information. I want to know the 
ne amount paid for salaries; and I want to 

ave all in separate items, and to have the account 
presented to Congress. If we cannot defeat the | 
system in any other way, I think we can in this | 
way show up the abuse of the system, and so | 
have it broken up. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman | 
modify his amendment so as to let the accounts 
be settled at the Treasury Department ? 

Mr.SEWARD. I accept that modification. 

Mr. SMIPH, of Virginia. 1 wish the gentle- | 
man would also accept this modification: 


Provided no salary or compensation to any person for | 
services in collecting or distributing seeds, cuttings, &c., | 


shall be paid out of this appropriation. 
Mr. SEWARD. I have no objection to that. | 


All I want, is to have a record of the transaction | 
of the Patent Office connected with the purchase | 


of these seeds. Here is $60,000 appropriated, and 
no person held accountable for its proper disburse- 
ment, either to the Treasury Department or to 
Congress. The seeds that I have had to distrib- 
ute since Ihave been in Congress were not worth 
the paper that they were wrapped in. They were 
Seeds common all over the country. There seems 





to be a sort of mania in the Patent Office in favor | 


of turnip seeds—green and blue and 
black, broad and narrow, and long. 
seeds are not worth talking about. I have been 


ellow and. 


~™ 


he flower | 





them to them. Besides, it is a very great ex- 
pense to the Post Office Department, to be send- 
ing out these worthless seeds. I do not know how 


the mails, and have to be paid for out of the Treas- 
ury. By stopping this system, we will disbur- 
den the mails, and save a large amount of trans- 
portation by railroad and stages. I want to have 
it broken up, and think the only way to do it is 


AL GLOBE. 


really abused by my constituents for sending | fur less beneficent objects, that this small appro- 


many tons of such matter go annually through || tained; and if there have been errors heretofore 
| 








ee amen 








priation, almost the only item, in an entire series 
of appropriation bills, which relates directly tothe 
agricultural interests of the country, shall be re- 


in distributing seeds which are not novel and rare, 
the expression already made upon this subject, 
during this debate, will doubtless cause their cor- 
rection hereafter. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not wish to 


to hold these gentlemen to a strict accountability. || make a speech upon this subject; but 1 wish to 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I want to say, in reply to || 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marswatt,} 


call the attention of the House to an item of ex- 


|| penditures for this seed-room for 1856. There is 


that very likely there may be blarney in speaking || here the receipt of a man named Samuel Perkins, 


of snags in the bottom of the Ohio river, and of i} 


of fifty-four dollars for watermelons. Now, | sup- 


old ‘* sogers,’’ as well as in speaking of the farm- || pose these watermelons were purchased in this city 


ing interest. I am the last man in this House 
to blarney farmers, or any other class of men. I 


insist that these objections of gentlemenare against || 
| the abuse of the system, and not against the sys- 


tem itself. I know that these seeds are very much 
valued by the farmers; and I insist that we ought | 
not to strike out this appropriation, and that we 





being introduced under the system. [am sorry 
sions of this Capitol. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 


I hope we shall | 


| now come to a vote. 
seeds I wanted, but that they would have them in || 


The amendmient to the amendment was agreed 


The question then recurred on the motion to | 


to. i 


strike out the paragraph as am<nded. 


Mr. COLFAX. I move, pre forma, to increase }| 


the appropriation from $60,000 to $80,000. 
I move the amendment for the purpose of say- | 

ing a few words on this $60,000 appropriation. 

In the remarks which have been made, no refer- 


has bee de to the fact that this system || 
ence has been made e a Als y e | Mr. SEWARD 


|| to the amendment: 


of distributing seeds by the Patent Office has 
been the means of introducing into the country a 
variety of seeds which are worth far more to | 
the agricultural interests of the country than the 
whole amount of the appropriation for this pur- 
pose. I refer, as a single instance, to the Medi- 
terranean wheat, which was originally introduced 
into this country under the auspices of the Patent 
Office. Iam familiar with the effect of its intro- 
duction into the northern States, and it is well 
known that the kind of red wheat known as the 





Mediterranean, is much more hardy and the crop || 


| 
more certain all over the northern States, than | 
any kind of wheat before sown. It is not, from | 
its early ripening, so liable to rust, and the stalk | 


| is so much stronger than the white that it defies || 


the Hessian fly, unless in seasons when that pest 
of the farmer is unusually destructive. I mention 
as another instance, that the Patent Office have in- | 


| 
troduced the Chinese sugar-cane into the country, || 


by which, although almost universally discredited 


as a humbug at the outset, the people of the north- || 


ern States, and of all parts of the Union, indeed, 
have been able to raise saccharine matter in the 
shape of molasses, if not in the shape of sugar 
also. I also feel at liberty to state that it is pro- 
posed by the Patent Office to introduce into the 
country the culture of the tea plant, and thatit is | 
expected that this plant will be introduced into the | 


They are also now introducing the Chinese yam, 
the chufa, and other varieties, into the country, 
with what success the future of course must de- 
termine. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I hope the gentle- 
man from Indiana will allow me to say that we 
have five appropriation bills yet to act upon, and 
I am very anxious to get through with this bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will detain the committee 
but a moment longer. I desire to say, that out 


entific man was sent through the whole South to | 
make investigations in regard to insécts which | 
infest the cotton plant; their péculiar habits and 
characteristics, and how they can be destroyed. 
I understand, and sincerely trust, that the as- | 
surances made to me will be verified; that it is | 
now contemplated by the Patent Office to extend | 
the system of investigation to the various insects 

which infest the wheat crop in the northern States; | 


| 
} 
| 
| 
whole South, if not also into the middle States. | 
| 
| 
} 


|| are made up of seed-corn, tomato-seed, 
|| tobacco-seed, sweet corn, water-melon seeds from 
of this very appropriation, two years ago, a sci- | 


|| for the purpose of saving the seeds for distribu- 


| tion. 

A Memeper. 

| ons? 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know. 
The question being on the amendment to the 

em offered by Mr. Marsuatt, of Ken- 

tucky, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 


What became of the watermel- 


|| The amendment was not agreed to. 
that I have not time to refer again to the exten- || 


Mr. CLAY. 
| following: 


| Provided, That said seeds and cuttings shall be sent by 
the Commissioner of the Patent Office to the presidents of 
| 
i 


I move to amend, by adding the 


the agricultural societies of counties of such States and ‘l'er- 
ritories which have such societies, and te the clerks of the 
| county courts of those counties which have not such socie- 


|} tres. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I merely wish to 
remark that | approve of that amendment, which 
merely provides for the distribution by the Com- 
missioner of the Patent Office, instead of by mem- 
bers of Congress, thus relieving them from the 
inconvenience of distributing them. 


I offer the following proviso 


Provided also, That it shall be the duty of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents to divide into equal parts all the seeds 
among the two hundred and thirty-four members of the 
House of Representatives, the sixty-four Senators, and seven 
Delegates from the Territories, having regard to quantity 
and quality, and shall send the same to the clerks of the 

| county courts in the several counties of each State, giving 
| to each State its quantity in proportion to the number of 
Representatives and Senators of said State, to be distributed 

by said clerks among the people of the several counties 

aforesaid. 

| 


| That amendment relieves members from the 
| trouble of sending seeds to their constituents. It 

makes it the duty of the Commissioner of Patents 
| to divide the seeds in equal quantities, having re- 
gard to qualities; and that he send them to each 


| 
|| State in proportion to their Representatives and 
| Senators, to the clerk’s office in each county, for 


them to divide among the people, so thatthe peo- 
ple can have a fair distribution, without in any 
| way inconveniencing members of Congress. 
Mr. SHAW, of Illinois. I wish to say, sir, 
| that I entirely _— with the gentleman from 
| Kentucky (Mr. Marsna.t} that this appropria- 
tion by the Government of $60,000 per annum for 
seeds is all wrong, and | am opposed to the action 
of this Government in relation to this expendi- 
ture. Iregarditasagreat waste of public money. 
Nine tenths of the seeds which are procured and 
distributed by this Patent Office department are 
collected in our own country. A swarm of Gov- 
| ernment employés are paid large sums for eating 
melons in this city, and selling ths seed to the 
| Patent Office for distribution. A very large amount 
of this $60,000 is annually wasted in taking care 
| of and distributing these seeds; and what are they 
| at best? Nine tenths are such as are to be found 
_at every good farm-house in this country. They 
aryland 





Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Long Island—in other 
| words, it embraces a class of seeds found at the 
door of every good farmer throughout the land. 
I do not agree with the gentleman from Illinois, 
| (Mr. Lovesoy.] It is allahumbug. He mis- 
| takes the character and common sense of the 
| farmers if he believes he is to flatter them with 
| appropriations of that character. Ten dollars, 
| annually expended upon the part of each county 
agricultural society, would furnish more and bet- 


and I present this fact as an additional reason why || ter seeds than those we are now receiving. Read 


the appropriation ought to be made. 


the House, when so many millions are voted for 


I appeal go \ the names on those seeds, and I venture to say 


that hardly a man in this House can determine 
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what they are. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Lovesey) may be versed in French. He seems 
to have « large amount of Latin on hand to read 
upon occasions of this kind; and in his attempt 
to manulacture Buncombe for his constituents, he 
made a most unwarrantable and contemptible at- 
tack upon the naval and military instituuons of 
this country. It may suit his purpose, and the 


purpose of his constituents, to purchase these | 
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seeds; but | can say for myself that I can see no || 


good, es derived by the farmer, commensurate 
with the expenses. Go to the public barn here, 
and examine the amount of public building re- 
quired for storing these seeds; go through the 
length and breadth of that department and see the 
army of employés, fed at the public crib, in order 
to distribute them; and if, perchance, you cannot 
find there the seeds which you or your constit- 
uents want, you are ciate 

will find them at the seed-warehouse. Sir, they 
can be elways found there, better and cheaper than 
they arc furmshed by Government. 

The gendeman himself admits that a large pro- 
portion of these seeds are purchased at the seed- 
stores of the different cities of this country. I 
know the distribution of seeds is productive of 
some good. Undoubtedly they have been, and 
so Uy should be; but we have to pay too dear 
for the whistle. The farmers would be greatly 
encouraged, too, if we would import and supply 
to them the best plows from different parts of the 
country; they would be benefited if we would in- 
troduce some fine stock; the wool-grower. would 
be pleased if we would import some fine sheep 
for distribution to him; and so as regards other 
matters. Now, Il am opposed to the Government 
going into these operations at all in competition 
with farmers. I believe that private interests 
would bring about all the advantages desired, and 
ata less expense. I am the devoted friend of the 
agriculturist, and no man feels a deeper interest 
in bis welfare, or places a higher estimate upon 
his intelligence. 

Mr. CLAY, by unanimous consent, modified 
his amendment so as to make it read as follows: 

Provided, That such cuttings and seeds shail be sent by 
the Cominissioner of Patents for distribution to such public 


imetitution or society im each congressional district as may 
be designated by the member of Congress for such district. 


Mr. SEWARD. As the modified amendment 
nearly covers the ground I desire, I will withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD called for tellers on Mr. 
Cray’s amendment. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RUFFIN. [ move to amend by striking 
out lines one hundred and thirty-four, one hun- 
dred and thirty-five, and one hundred and thirty- 
six, as follows: 

* Por drawings to illustrate the report of the Commis- 
moner of Patents for the year 1858, $6,000.” 

| desire to say a word in explanation of the 
amendment. I understand that the report of the 
Committee on Printing recommended that these 
illustrations in the Patent Office report were not 
to be inserted hereafter. There were great com- 
laints made of them here. I know that in the 
ast Patent Office report there was a ridiculous set 
of Hlvstrations of squirrels, that were not worth 
a cent, 
te be published for the benefit of the agricultural 
riterests of the country, there is no need of having 
a umber of the pages filled up with these cuts at 
great cost, The reports would be just as vala- 
able wtthoat them; and I suppose there will be no 
difficulty as to striking out this item. It is true 
that it will effect but a small saving; but still it 
amounts to something; and [ hope the amend- 
ment will prevail, 
mutice have taken the ground that these illustra- 
trovs ave wholly unnecessary; and if they are, I 
say they should be stricken out. That is the 
groand | put it on—that they are useless and un- 
Hecessary. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. If that is the re- 
suit of the report of the Gommittee on Printing, 
I hope the committee will accept the amendment. 
The estimate was made ata time when we had 
noinformation from that committee. 1 would in- 
quire of the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, whether he concurs in the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. NICHOLS. I am not chairman of the 
Committee-on Printing, but 1 will tell the gentle- 


It seems to me that if these reports are , 


As I understand it, the com- | 


iately told that you | 


was addressed by you to the acting Commissioner, request- 


| 


‘American fruits, and are nowin the Patent Office. 


be. The gentleman from North Carolina entirely 
misapprebends the effect of his amendment. The 
appropriation con.sined in this bill is one which | 
was inserted in the appropriation bill on my mo- | 
tion in the last Congress. This relates not to the 

| 


| 


squirrels, the bugs, and the insects; but it is to 
pay those persons who have in charge the illus- 
tration of the patents 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I can getat it better 
by asking the gentleman a question ortwo. I ask 
the gentleman from North Carolina if his motion 
was not to strike out the whole item? 

Mr. RUFFIN. That was my mation. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES Then I wish to 





ask the gentleman from Ohio whether the Com- || 


mittee on Printing believes that it is expedient and 
proper that it should be stricken out? 
Mr. WHITELEY. I offer the following as 


1 
| 
| 
an amendment to the amendment: 
Amend the bill by striking out the word “ six,” in line | 
one hundred and thirty-six, and insert the word * sixteen.” | 
Amend the bill by adding, in line one hundred and thirty- | 
two, the word “ sixty,’ and insert after the word * dollars,”’ 
in said line, the following words: **of which sum there | 


| shall be paid to Townsend Giover the sum of $10,000 for 


the purchase of two thousand models of American fruits, 
and the matrices for multiplying the same, for the use of the 
Patent Office.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is no new thing. 
A majority of the members of this House rec- | 
ommended this collection to the Commissioner of | 
Patents, and by his recommendation the appro- 
priation of $60,000 for agricultural purposes was 
increased to $75,000, of which sum $12,000, as 
appears from the letter of the Commissioner of | 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


Patents, was intended for the purchase from Mr. || 


Glover of these models of fruit now in the Patent | 
Office, and which | suppose a majority of the mem- 
bers have seen. The purchase was recommended 
by the Commissioner, and the appropriation was 
made; but the specific item not being put in, and 
Mr. Glover being away, the appropriation was 
expended before the purchase was made. I think 
it just to him, and just to the intention of the Com- 
missioner and of the Thirty- Fourth Congress, 


‘that this amendment should be made. 1] 


Mr. MASON. What kind of fruits are they ? | 
Mr. WHITELEY. They are models of all the | 


I will read what the Commissioner says about 
them: 
Unrrep Srfves Patent Orrice, May 9, 1857. 
Sir: In my absence from this office, a communication 


ing information in relation to Mr. Glover’s collection of 
models of fruits. { have the honor to submit some facts, 
which were not within the Knowledge of the acting Com- 
missioner. 

1. The collection consists of over two thousand models, 
finished and colored, and matrices for multiplying the same, 
with an exceedingly valuable descriptive catalogue. ‘The | 
collection is entirely unique. 


| 

2. Mr. Glover was employed constantly for six years. prior 
| 

| 





to his employment iu this office, making these models at his | 
own cost, incinding bis own time, traveling expenses, ma- | 
terial, fruits, and subsistence. 

3. The sum asked by Mr. Glover for the models and mat- 
rices, is $10,000, which has been estimated by competent 
persons as a reasonable price. 


4. Mr. Glover bas been employed in this office for three || 
| years, in anticipation of the purchase of his collection, at a | 


salary of $2,000 per annum, paying his own traveling ex- 
penses. During this period he has been employed princi- 
pally in investigations relating to insects injurious to vege- 
tation, particularly the cereal grains, fruits, and the cotton 
plant. [tis proposed that he continue these investigations, 
and at such times as be cannot be profitably engaged in that 
work, that he continue the modeling of fruits, esculents, 
grains, and other agricultural products, and the abnormal 
or diseased portions of the same. 


5. The practical beuefits to be derived from obtaining and 


continuing the collection are as follows: The collection will | | 


furnish a ready meaus for the classification and identifica- 
tion of fruits and other agricultural products ; will indicate | 
the soil and locality whére each fruit or product will best | 
thrive; will enable the agriculturist to select, by inspection, 
those varieties which suit bis plantation or farm, and will | 
attract dis attention not only to the best varieties, but to | 
such new ones as may be introduced. 

The purchase of this collection has been recommended 
by the principal agricultural and horticultural societies wn 
the United States, by a large number of practical and influ 
ential public men, among whom are the majority of the 
members of both Hoses of the late Congress, who have rec- 
ommended the payment for the collection to be made out 
of the funds of this office, appropriated for agricultural pur- 
DOSES, 
: I would further state that in the estimate of $75,000 made 
by me to Congress in 1856, for agricultural pu S, $12,000 
was specified for investigations of fruits and insects, and 
was intended to purchase titis collection, and that the whole 
$75,000 was appropriated. } 

it is desirable that the arrangement with Mr. Glover | 
should be made at once, that he may lose no time in pro- | 
eeeding with his work. C.MASON, | 


To the Hon. Jacosn Taonrson, Secretery of the Interior. 


ARE. 


\| Mr. LETCHER. 


manne far = I understand it, what the effect will | Mr. LETCHER. I rine ton question of order, 


| Is this proposition provided for by law, or in ap 

| way, or bas it any direct connection with the pur. 
| chase of seeds or cuttings for the Patent Office? 

| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. It is jn. 
| tended for the benefit of agriculture. 

| Mr. LETCHER. It proposes to buy wax fig- 
| ures in imitation of fruits; and I submit whether 
that comes under the range of any law, or under 
the head of cuttings and seeds? 

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
| that the question of order is not well taken, and 
| that the amendment is germane to the bill. 

| Mr. WHITELEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, | 
_ have only one word to say further. I have here 
| the signatures of more than half the members of 
| the last House, recommending the purchase of 
| these wax figures, and I have particularly the sig. 
| nature of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr, 
Marsua.t,} who pronounced this thing, yester- 
day,a humbug. 


1 r. LETCHER obtained the floor. 


“Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I hope the 
gentleman from Virginia will permit me to make 
a remark, because the gentleman from Delaware 
directly challenges my consistency, at all events, 
Very well, sir. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I do not 
| know what the paper is which he produces. 

| Mr. LETCHER. He says you recommended 
| these wax fruits. ; 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Ihave no 
doubt at all that | may have signed a paper pre- 
| sented. to me recommending the article just for 
_ what it was worth, namely, that it was a first rate 
representation in wax of that which existed in re- 
ality. I suppose that I probably recommended it, 
but I had no idea at all that there was any appro- 
priation, or anything concealed in this appropri- 


|| ation of $60,000, for the purpose of starting, for the 


benefit of agriculture, a museum of wax figures 
here at the city of Washington. 

Mr. LETCHER. Now, I see very plainly 
where all this thing is going to. Gentlemen have 
been arguing here, both yesterday and to-day, 
that itis very important that we should have seeds 
and cuttings for the purpose of distributing them 
through the country, that parties by experiments 
| might ascertain their value. And now, after the 
debate has gone on, and a proposition has been 
retained in the bill for the benefit of agriculture, 
the gentleman comes here with a proposition—to 
'do what? To spend -the public money for the 


|| purchase of representations of fruit made in wax, 


| to be stored here in the city of Washington, with 
a gentleman to take care of them at a salary; and 
this is for the benefit of the farmers! 
| Mr. WHITELEY. Will the gentleman allow 
| me to say that they are already in the Patent 
| Office. 
| Mr.LETCHER. Then, if they are in the Pat- 
| ent Office, and have never been purchased by the 
| Government, it is high time that the officers in 
| charge of the Patent Office should put them out, 
| or charge storage—one or the other. {Laughter.} 
| Are we to be used in this way? When an indi 
| vidual comes here to get his articles off upon the 
Government, are they to be deposited in the Pat- 
ent Office, and to be allowed to remain there in 
charge of the officers; and then, after they have 
been there for some time, an appropriation is to 
be demanded from this House to pay for what 
_ has been left there on exhibition by the party 
himself? 
Now, let us look at this thing in a practical 
point of view. Can any member of the House 
undertake to tell me how many farmers in the Um- 
ted States will ever see the fruit? How many ot 
them willever havean opportunity to see these wax 
figures? A gentleman says, every one who comes 
| here. Sir, those who come here are by no man- 
ner of means the best farmers, or a majority even 
of the farmers. ‘The best farmers in this country, 
| the most thrifty, the most valuable to society, are 
| those who stay at home and attend to their busi- 


‘| ness. But, sir, these fruits are to be kept here for 


exhibition to such as may be traveling through 
the country, who casually visit Washington, and 
| stroll into the Patent Office to see them. Genitle- 
men do not pretend that they are of one cents 
value to any human being under this Govern- 
ment; and weali know from the past, that if they 
| are put there, it will not be long before we shail 
: have to have some one to take charge ef them, and 
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employ his «ime in making an exhibitionofthem |. ’ 
ro such as have leisure to travel about the United wien from the encroachment of the Ohio river, 
Si. WHITELEY. I wish to ask that, by | Mr. Chairman, I will state in explanation of 
unanimous consent, the names of the members of the amendment that it has always been contém- 
the last Congress who signed the recommendation _ P!ated by the officers of the Government to pave 
nav be read. | the bank of the Ohio river, in front of the marine 
: The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order. | hospital recently erected at Evansville, Indiana, 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Linsistthat when | '® Prevent it from being washed away and injur- 
debate is closed we may have the voté. || ing the building. ; 

The question was taken; and Mr. WHITELEY’s showing that it will cost about seven thousand | 
amendment was rejected. dollars. The recent freshet on the Ohio river, and | 

Mr. NICHOLS. I move to increase the ori- | which has extended very pecerelt to the western 
ginal appropriation one dollar. 1 offer this pro | hla has washed away about ten feet of the 
forma amendment for the purpose of responding © ank, and it is feared that unless this protection 
to the inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylva- | ! afforded it may render the site of the building 
pia, inorder. The amendment proposed by the | ans: fart! h bar? 
gentleman from North Carolina, some time ago, || | ° > state further, that a bar has commenced 
would not have effected the object he had in view. | ‘© ferm at the commencement of the bend on 
These illustrations which accompany the Patent | which this building is situated, which will serve 
Ofice report are not covered by this appropria- || to increase the tendency of the river to wash away 
tion. If gentlemen will take the trouble to exam- || the“bank of the river at that point; and the sooner 
ine this matter, they will find that for the draw- this grading is done, the better, Any one at all 
ings of the machinery of the inventors who have acquainted with the location must know that the 
made applications for patents, the Government eit 7 the ee —— that any building on 
has, for some time, employed draughtsmen to il- |, 1! W'!! be strained by the action of the water in 
justrate the machinery alone. ' time of a freshet unless it is protected, The city 

Now, sit, lam familiar with this subject, for has commenced grading the bunk for the protec- 
the reason, that before the last Congress they , : ; ' aL De 
were in the habit of employing these men in the rant of the grading which the city is carry- 
Patent Office; then referring them to the Commit- ts ‘ 
tee on Printing for ventiieenib of the amount of | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to ask the gen- 
work done; then to the Committee of Finance in | eoenicoa™ Indiana how far this building is from 
the Senate, and to the Committee on Accounts in . RS . 
the House, for their pay. Upon my motion, this Mr. NIBLACK. Some fifty or sixty yards. 
sysicm was changed, so as tohave theircompen- |) Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Iam opposed to 
sation estimated for by the Department precisely || the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
like other appropriations, and paid in the same || for this reason, among others: the committee, 
manner. || yesterday, after full discussion, refused to vote 

This appropriation is founded upon law; and , @ppropriations for continuing the work on the 
if it is stricken out the effect will be to prevent the | Custom-houses and marine hospitals in the vari- 
illustrations accompanying the mechanical part of || OUs parts of the country, the estimates for which 
the Patent Office report; for it is to provide for amounted to about one million seven hundred 
nothing else. thousand dollars. These appropriations were to 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I wish to ask || carry out contracts which have been made under 
whether, im the book which we have ordered to be || law. But, in consideration of the condition of the 
printed, reference is not made to these illustrations || Treasury, the committee has determined not to 
in the letter-press? appropriate money for them; and the same rea- 

Mr. NICHOLS. Undoubtedly such reference || 8008 will apply with still greater force against this 
is made, and the book will be of no value without |, amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. I 
them. The book was prepared by the Patent Of- || hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 
fice with especial reference to these illustrations, | he amendment was not agreed to. 
and this appropriation is for them alone. It is 
not to pay for pictures of squirrels, which gentle- | 
men have talked so much about. It is confined 
exclusively to illustrations of mechanical inven- || trict of Columbia, by adding the following: 
tions, 

Mr. BURNETT... If the gentleman from Ohio || 
will withdraw his amendment, I propose to offer | 
another. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to insert after the 
word ** drawings,’’ the words *‘ for the mechan- | 
ical report.”” 

Mr. NICHOLS. That is right. || said attendants to be so distributed by said board that they 

Mr. BURNETT. A word of explanation. —_|| may alternately be discharged by all members of the Medi- 

Several Mempers. No objection to it. cal Society of the District of Columbia desiring to do so. 


Mr. BURNETT. I understand theamendment | 


which makes appropriations for the hospital for 


Provided, That the money herein appropriated be, and 
the same is, expended under the direction of a board of trus- 
tees, to consist of the Commissioner ot Public Buildings, the 
Mayors of Washington and Georgetown, and two members 
of the levy court of the county of Washington, to be desig- 


overand above its expenses, shall be expended in enlarging 
the hospitai facilities; and further, that the said board of 
trustees shall have power to appoint all medical attendants, 


meets the approval of the gentleman from Ohio, | tion of order. That amendment provides for in- | 


(Mr. Nicwoxs,] and that it-will meet with no ob- || dependent legislation, and hence it is improper in 

jection. I wiil, therefore, not trouble the commit- | an appropriation bill. 

tee with any remarks upon it. The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I desire to sa 

that these engravings have already been executed. | 


|| order. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 


The question was on striking out the -vhole || one hundred and seventy-six, inclusive, as fol- 
paragraph as amended. || lows: 


The motion to strike out was not agreed to. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I move to strike || ™re: improvement of grounds, purchasing trees and plants 
the following paragraph from the bill. I wil state {| for garden, ane pane a. eee and contingent 
7 < | se t thereto .? 
to the committee that the appropriation is pro- en rae Tere eee ; 
vided for in another bill I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
The paragraph was read as follows: 
“* For purchase of the ‘ Masonic Temple,’ in the city of oo 
Boston, for the accommodation of the Woited States eolate, || dent’s salary. I find that, by the appropriation 
upon the terms agreed on by the Secretary of the Interior || bill of 1840, Congress appropriated $25,000 for 


and the proprietors thereof,in addition to the sum of $100,000 || the annual salary of the President, and that the 


ofc validing St athe baipase eanee oP for the erection || entire amount of the appropriation in that bill for 
> ? ° i 


‘| all other purposes pertaining to the President’s 
The amendment was agreed to. '| House was $4,165. I find that now, by indirect 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to amend, after line | legislation, we have increased the President’y sal- 
one hundred and fifty-six, by adding the follow- || ary from $25,000 to $56,000 per annnm. I have 
mg: || in my hands a table, showing appropriations for 
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For protecting the site of the marine hospital at Evans- | 


} A table showing a 
| 
| 


I have before me estimates | 


tion of its own buildings, and this will be but the || 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I move toamend that clause || 


| the insane of the Army and Navy and the Dis- | 


nated by said court, and that the revenue of said infirmary, | 


their services to be rendered free of charge, the duties of | 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I rise to a ques- | 


'| point of order, and rules the amendment out of | 


Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I move to strike || 
out from line one hundred and seventy-three to | 


“ For annual repairs of the President’s House and furni- || 


the unconstitutional mode by which, for a few | 
ears past, we have been increasing the Presi- | 
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the President, and for his house, garden, aad 
| grounds, in 1840 and in 1859. It is as follows: 


priations for the President and for his 
house, garden, and grounds, in 1840 and 13859. 


a 
——— aap eee 


1840. 1a59. 
| Salary. .cscccseseseeccevcecessveses sens Guo000 $25,000 
| Secretary, steward, and messenger...... 4,600 
| Contingent expenses and stationery...... 750 
Purchasing plants for conservatory....... 1,000 


| Repairs and furniture, trees and plants for 
| garden, and making hot-beds therein*.. 4,165 12,000 





PUT occ cs ccce scence ccc cpeences cesscce 1,800 
| Furnace Keeper. ..c. ccccecesevces cose 600 
| Lighting President’s House, (estimated). 3,000 
| Laborers and gardeners, (estimated)... .. 4,800 
| Books for library........ oerereccenccss . 250 
| Doorkeeper and assistant...... @ ecesee are 1,200 
| Two might watehmen.....000J-seesersee 1,200 
$56 200 





Indeed, sir, we now supply and pay for all, 
or nearly all, the servants about the President's 
|, House except his cook and coachman; and cham- 
|| ber-maid, if he needs one. I am in favor of a 
| liberal allowance to the President of the United 
States. Gentlemen will not find me backward in 
| providing for the President a good income, but [ 
| desire to do it directly, and not by indirection. 
| her Constitution of the United States provides 
| that— 


| 
| §*The President shall, at stated times, receive for his ser- 
|| vices a compensation which shall neither be increased nor 
| diminished during the period for which he shall have been 
| elected; and he shall not receive within that period any 
\| other emolument from the United States or any of them.’ 
| The point I make is, that the appropriations 
|| reported here are emoluments to the President, 
| for they pay private expenses of the President, 
such as pertain to the housekeeping of every gen- 
tleman. We pay for nearly all the incidental ex- 
| penses of the President’s mansion, and it is only 
|| necessary fur the Committee of Ways and Means 
|| to report an additional item for sundries, to pay 
| Monsieur Gautier the expenses of the President’s 
| table. 
| If gentlemen desire to increase the compensa- 
| tion of the President, let them say so, and report 
| a bill for that purpose. I am opposed to doing it 
| in this unconsututional and indirect mode; | am 
| opposed to paying all these expenses of the Pres- 
| ident’s House, and still give him an annual com- 
pensation or salary. 
| Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The gentleman 
| from Ohio seems to have a particular hostility to 
|| that presidenual White House; and I take it for 





| 





granted because he will never get there himself. 
|| He has referred to the Committee of Ways and 
|| Means as having provided for these appropria- 
|| tions. I wish to say to the gentleman that the 
|| Committee of Ways and Means have not put in 

one dollar except what the law provides for; and, 

if the gentleman would change it, he shows his 
| disregard for law. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire to sey that 
|| the amount appropriated by this bill forthese pur- 
|| poses is larger than it was last year; and last year 
|| was a season of unbounded expenditure, 
|| Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. I have not yielded 
|| the floor to the gentleman from Ohio; and, when 
| I yield to that gentleman, I will signify it to him. 


|| Perhaps the gentleman’s offense is, as I have heard 
| it intimated, that he has not been invited to din- 

ner at the White House. [Hisses from the Re- 
| publican side of the House.] I wish to assure the 
|| gentleman from Ohio that the appropriation in this 
| clause does not pay for the dinners of the Presi- 
| dent to members of Congress; so that, if the gen- 
tleman is not invited to dinner, I want his con- 
|| science to be at ease by knowing that those who 
|| do get dinners there do not have them paid for 
‘| out of the appropriation bill. 


i Iam sorry, Mr. Chairman, that I am obliged 
|| to respond to a speech of this kind upon an appro- 
priation bill. [ think it is undignified, and I think 
|| It is searcely reputable for any member of Con- 


it 


|| gress to rise in his place at this time and object to 


|| an appropriation for draining and fencing about 
‘the presidential mansion, which has been uni- 
| formly done from the days of the foundation of 
' the Government. The gentleman objects that the 
' expenses are increased. What does it concern 
| the President of the United States if Congress 
chooses to put up a fence, or do any other thing 
_about the presidential mansion? Is that a reason 


i * This item is for alterations and repairs of the President's 
House. 
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for an assault to be made upon the Executive? I 
am sorry that he has not more manliness. (Hisses 
from the Republican side of the House.]} 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Ido not yield. I 
‘want to say what I have to say now. [Cries of 
** Order!’’ on the Republican side of the House.) 
Mr. PALMER. I rise to a question of order. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I do not want these 
interruptions taken out of my time. I just want 
to say, once forall, while I will never flinch from 
meeting gentlemen upon the opposite side of this 
House, here or in the country, upon any ques- 
tion, I will never shrink from defending an Ex- 
ecutive, whom I believe to be one of the purest 





men who ever presided over this country. (Laugh- | 


ter from the Republican side of the House.} That 
is the answer of the Black Republicans—a horse 
laugh. [Renewed laughter on the same side. ] 
"That is all the answer they have. Now, sir, I am 
glad to hear that your answer isa laugh, [laugh- 
ter on the same side of the House,] because you 


have no other argument. I hope gentlemen upon | 


the other side will not find fault with me, if, in 
consequence of the triumphs of this Administra- 
tion [laughter upon the Republican side of the 
House] during this session of Congress they are 
reduced to the position of having nothing to do 
but to laugh. 

I leave it to the House to say whether, during 
the whole session, I have made a single political 
allusion. I have kept my mouth closed; but when 
I see members on that side of the House make 
objections, with an insinuation that we are increas- 


ing a salary which was given to George Wash- | 


ington for necessary expenses sixty-seven years 
ago, by doing what Congress has been doing for 
years, not for the President’s benefit, but for their 
own comfort, | cannot remain silent. These ap- 
propriations are not for the President; they are for 

ou. For whom is that house and those grounds? 
Not for the President, but for you. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire to modify 
my amendment by moving that the $4,000 shall 
not be expended for making hot-beds. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The gentleman 
has offered an amendment. What has become 
of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the gentleman has no right to amend his own 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. Lean withdraw my 
amendment, and increase the amount to $5,000. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I will withdraw 
my amendment if | am at liberty to move another. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I object to any 
conditions. 


Mr. GROW. 


rises on this floor to oppose an appropriation, and 
10 give the reasons why a certain amount of money 
should not be expended, to see the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means rise here, and 
attempt to answer the objection by claiming it as 
out of character for a member to question the 
action of the Committee of Ways and Means on 


1 move to amend the amend- | 
ment by reducing it to $1,000. It is a rather sin- | 
gular spectacle, Mr. Chairman, when a gentleman | 
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: When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHerman] || future Presidents $50,000, if you choose; but do 
' proposed to inquire whether the President re- 
ceived a greater salary than is allowed by law, it || But when the agent and friend of the President 


was the duty of the man having charge of these 


| larger salary, and not to charge that it was unbe- 


coming a member to raise that question here; not 
to hold that the Committee of Ways and Means 
cannot be questioned in their acts, or that the sal- 
ary of the President of the United States can be 


| enlarged by indirect means. Especially is it im- 
|| proper that such an argument should be used, as 


the reason why this side of the House would not 


vote to enlarge the salary of the President was 
| because we had not been invited to his dinner par- 


the salary given to any officer of this Government; | 


and that he should answer the objection by drag- 
ging in the dinner parties of the President, and 
attempting to pronounce an eulogium upon his 
private character. It is a new spectacle, when an 
appropriation bill is brought into the House, that 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, who reports it, should have no better ar- 
gument to give than that. We have often, this 
session, heard the motives of gentlemen arraigned 
for opposing appropriations here; and we have 
seen, When a member rises on this floor, and asks 
an investigation into the acts of officers of the 
Government, abuse poured back upon him per- 
sonally for doing what he has a right to do under 
the Constitution of the country; for doing that 
which every man is bound to do, if he believes 
that the act of any officer of the Government was 
not in accordance with law; and for demanding an 
investigation. If the act has been in accordance 


with law, no harm can be done by the investigation. | 


But we have seen, from the beginning of the 
session, attempts made to arraign men’s motives, 


and members have undertaken to read them lec- |; 


tures on propriety and legislative conduct, instead 
of answering their objections. 


ties. Itis beneath sound argument for the appro- 
priation of money anywhere, and is unbecoming 
a legislative body. 

Why should men have lectures read to them 
on the propriety of their proceedings when the 
are only doing what they have arightto do? We 
stand not here to have Leedares read to us about 
propriety whenever we oppose appropriations, or 
propose to inquire into the conduct of any officer 
of the Government. 
gislative body that its members should be lectured 
on the propriety of their conduct, instead of hav- 
ing their arguments answered, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I dislike to interrupt the 
gentleman. I have no participation on either side 
of this question; but 1 must rise to a question of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the gentlemen from Pennsylvania, as well on the 


right as on the left, are out of order; and will rule |! 
| them out of order. 


Mr. GROW. I was only answering my col- 
league—but it was the duty of the Chair to rule 
him out of order before. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I am opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and will give my feasons for it. I am op- 
posed to limiting the President to the expenditure 
of $1,000, for this simple reason: that in 1840, 
$4,000 was deemed sufficient for all the contingent 
expenses connected with theexecutive department, 
lam willing now to give what we gave in 1840. 


Prior to that time no greater sum was given ex- | 
Iam glad that I | 


cept for some specific purpose. 
have waked up the chairman of the Committee of 


Ways and Means, because I hope that he will | 


now progress with his business. In respect to his 


imputations On me, or On My motives, any man | 


who knows me knows that they are utterly un- 
founded. 
I did not seek to drag his private matters in here 


at all, and I scorn the imputation. His apeee 
tion in regard to a dinner party at the President’s | 


House is beneath the dignity of a gentleman. 
Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. Will the gentleman 
allow me to answer him here? 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. 
rield. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The gentleman is 
afraid to. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. 


myself to the rules of order. I am opposed to 


that provision in the appropriation bill for this | 


reason, that | do not want this House to do in- 
directly what it cannot do directly. We have 
no power to increase the salary of the President 
of the United States. Congress has no power to 


do it. The Constitution has wisely withheld from | 


us all power on the subject. 

Now, during the last year there was appropri- 
ated for this purpose about eleven thousand dol- 
lars, 
the increase is about one thousand dollars a year. 

| In thus doing the Constitution of the United States 
is violated. I stand by the Constitution, and by 
the law, and I care nothing for the imputations 
either of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or 
any other man. They never deter me or shake 
me in the least. 


Now, | wish to appropriate for the repairs of | 


the President’s House, $4,000—not $1,000, but 
$4,000. 1 do not want this money to be expended 
for the ordinary current expenses of the Presi- 
dent’s household. I would not have a dollar of 
it spent for making hot-beds, or conservatories, 
or anything of that kind. If the President’s sal- 
ary is not large enough—and I think itis not, and 
I said so in the opening of my remarks—increase 


|| appropriations to show that he did not receive a 


} 
| 


| 
| 
| 


1 


It is not becoming any le- || 


not do indirectly what you cannot do directly, 


| comes here, and in his place in the House arraigng 
my motives, I hurl back upon him and upon the 
| President his charges. I,as an independent mem. 
ber on this floor, am freer than he or the Pres. 
|ident. I care nothing for him, or for his exec. 
utive officers. I have too good sense, I hope, 
to impugn his motives. I said nothing against 
him—nothing about him; and I did not drag into 
, this Hall anything relating to the personal affairs 
| of the President, but acted merely in the perform- 
| ance of my constitutional duty, which is as high 
| as that of the President of the United States. J 
| will perform my duty fearlessly ; and when impu- 


| tations are made upon me, as they have been 


/ made, I repel them with scorn. It only shows 
| the truth of the very general remark that has been 

made since the beginning of this session, that the 
| gentleman who occupies the position of chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means cannot 
perform the duties of that position with the ability 
and courtesy which it requires. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 


|| Mr. GROW withdrew his amendment. 


I did not seek to attack the President. || 


No, sir, I will not |: 


I will confine |! 


The question was taken on Mr. SuHerman’s 
' amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I move to strike out the en- 
| acting clause of the bill. It is too late in the ses- 
| sion ie indulge in angry debate. 

; [Cries of No! No!” and ‘*Let us vote.’’] 

Mr. ENGLISH. lam willing to withdraw it 
if the committee will go on with the bill. 

Mr.LETCHER. I move toamend the clause 
under consideration by striking out “eight”’ and 
inserting ‘‘seven,’’ for the purpose of making an 
'explanation at this point. I desire to call the 

attention of the committee to the time at which 

, these appropriations commenced and for whose 

benefit they were commenced, and to show that 

they have been regularly continued from that time 
to this, without reference to any occupant of the 
presidential mansion. All these recommenda- 
tions come, not from the President of the United 

States, but from the officer who is in charge of the 

public buildings and grounds belonging to the 

Government. These appropriations were intro- 

duced, if my recollection is not at fault, in the 

first Congress in which I served as a member here, 
when Mr. Fillmore was President of the United 

States, and they have been continued from that 

time to this. 

So far as this appropriation for the garden is 
concerned, gentlemen will recollect that when the 
Treasury building was extended, the garden of 
the President was destroyed by that extension: 
and in order to give him ground for a garden, it 
|| had to be made at the other end of the public 
| grounds beyond the President’s House. Now, 
with all that the President had no connection, in 
any way whatever. He has no idea now, I ap- 
prehend, unless he has read the report of the Com- 
|| missioner of Public Buildings, of any of the rec- 
'; ommendations contained in it, or of any provisions 
|| of law in regard to this subject. 

‘| I have made this motion for the purpose of 
making this explanation, in order that it may go 
to the country, and that it may be seen that these 

| appropriations are in conformity with law; that 

| they were begun anumber of years ago; and that 
| they are absolutely indispensable in consequence 

_ of the action of Congress, in erecting public build- 

|| ings upon the grounds around the President’s 

| House. I now withdraw my amendment. 


Mr.STANTON. I move to strike out the fol- 


This year they ask us for $12,000, so that || lowing clause: 


| ‘* For fuel, in part, of the President’s House, $1,800.” 
_ Mr. Chairman, I have no personal or political 
| reference to the President in the motion that I 
make, or in what I intend to say about it. But | 
‘| do intend to say that, in my judgment, this indi- 
|| rect mode of increasing the compensation of pub- 
|| lic officers is exceedingly objectionable, exceed- 
'| ingly liable to abuse, and ought not to be pursued. 
|| Here is an appropriation for fuel for the Presi- 
dent’s House. Now, the question for Congress 
| is as to whether the proper mode of oreaeannuns 
| 
| 


| the President is to give him an aggregate sum an 

let him pay the expenses of his own household 
out of his salary, or whether it is proper to go 
H into details, and make an appropriation for fuel, 


and another for his table, and another for his 


it. If $25,000 is not enough, let us give to all | wardrobe, and another for his servants—going 
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into all the details of his household expenses— 
and then make his compensation an entirely dif- 
ferent matter. : 7 j 
| submit that there is good sense in the consti- 
tutional construction which 2 colleague (Mr. 
Syerman] contends for, that all these appropria- 
tions for meeting the current family expenses of 


the President are additions to his compensation | 


not within the meaning of the constitutional pro- | 
vision, and that the proper mede of fixing his | 
compensation Is to give him an aggregate com- 
pensation, and let him pay his household ex- | 
enses as other gentlemen do. That is what it | 
oughtto be. It is simply a question in regard to | 
what is the proper mode of meeting the private | 
expenses of the President—whether in the form | 
of compensation, or whether we will go into de- 
tails. | ask for a vote upon my proposition. 
Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. lI oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio; and I = 
togive him just such an answer as I always have 
to give when I think a covert assault is not in- | 
tended. In response to the other member from 
Ohio, | may have been inerror, butlam informed 
that a few days ago he offered a resolution to di- | 
rect the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest members at | 
the President’s House. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania myst confine his remarks to the pending | 
question. rt 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I will do so, sir. 
The gentleman from Ohio has made some remarks 
aboutthese appropriations in which I concur. But | 
I desire to state hen this matter has originated. 
The payment of the President commenced in this | 
way: Washington said that he would take no | 
compensation, but would keep a regular account | 
of his expenses for the Government, and the Gov- | 
ernment might pay him in that manner; but the | 
compensation was ultimately fixed at $25,000 a | 
year. It has not been for the President nor for | 
fia accommodation, more than it has been for that | 
of members of Congress, or for any of the officers | 
of the Government. Prior to heating the White 
House with heated air, the President paid his | 
own expenses for fuel. Prior to the introduction | 
of gas the President paid for his own candles. | 
But when Congress, by a law over which he had | 
no control, made provision for putting into the 


I-call the gentleman to 








White House heating apparatus for heating the || 


house with heated air, it was unreasonable to re- 


quire the President to incur the expense necessa- | 


ry for keeping up the furnace; and when Con- || 


gress provided for introducing gas into the East | 
Room and into every room in the house which | 
was for their own accommodation, and for the ac- | 
commodation of strangers, and notfor the accoin- | 
modation of the President, it was unreasonable to 
impose upon him obligations to incur the addi- 
tional expense for lights which were provided for 
the accommodation of the public and not for his 
own accommodation. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Sranton’s 
motion to strike out; and it was not agreed to— 
ayes 76, noes 78. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to move 
toamend the following item in the bill, by increas- 
ing the appropriation from $33,000 to $43,000: 

* Por lighting the President’s House and Capitol, the pub- 
lic grounds around them and around the executive offices, 


and Pennsylvania avenue, and Bridge and High streets in | 


Georgetown, $33,000.” 


The object is to provide gas for lighting the 
extension of the Capitol. The estimate was not 
received by 
until after the bill had been reported and printed, 
ror is the reason why it was not originally put 
there. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to know 
the necessity of this appropriation ? 

Mr. J. 
will find a full explanation in the following letters 
upon the subject, which I send to the Clerk's desk, 
and ask to have read. 

The letters were read, as follows: 

Treascry DeparTMENT, March 13, 1858. 


Str: I transmit herewith a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior requesting an appropriation of forty- 


three thousand dollars ($43,000) in lieu of thirty threethou- | 
Sand dollars, ($33,000,) the amount named in the estimates 

heretofore submitted as the sum required “ for lighting the | 
President's House and Capitol,” &c., forthe fiscal year end- | 
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the Committee of Ways and Means | 


LANCY JONES. The gentleman 




















ing June 30, 1859, and for the same objects to supply a defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for the present fiscal year the 
sum of five thousand dollars, ($5,000.) 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HOWELL COBB, Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. James L. Orr, Speaker of House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasnineton, March 11, 1858. 

Str: For reasons assigned in the inclosed copy of a letter 
| from the Commissioner of Public Buildings to this Depart- 
| ment, dated the 26th ultimo, I have the honor to request 
} that the following estimates of appropriations may be sub- 
mitted to Congress, to wit: 

** For lighting the President’s House and Capitol, the pub- 
lic grounds around them and around the executive a, 
| Pennsylvania avenue, and Bridge and High streets, in 
| Georgetown, $43,000, in lieu of $33,000, the amount named 
on page 46 of the estimates heretofore submitted, as the 
| suim required for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 

1859, and for the same objects to supply a deficiency in the 

appropriation for the present fiscal year, $5,000,” 
| With great respect, your obedient servant, 

J. THOMPSON, Secretary of the Interior. 


| Hon. Howeut Coss, Secretary of the Treasury. 





OFFice or CoMMIssIONeR OF PUBLIC BuiLpINes, 
February 26, 1858. 
Sir: Lhave received a letter from Josepn F. Brown, 


|| Secretary of the Washington Gas Light Company, stating 


| that he had presented to Captain Meigs bills for gas con- 

sumed in the Capito] extension for the months of December 
and January last, amounting to $1,450 75, of which sum 
Captain Meig$ is only willing to pay $650, leaving a balance 


|| Of $790 75, which the company expects me to pay. 


| The appropriation for the current year was made in the 


tension being ready for occupancy for legislative purposes : 
and, therefore, the cost of lighting that portion of the build- 
ing was not included in the estimate, and for the same rea- 
son it was not included in the estimate for the next fiscal 
year. I cannot, of course, pay out of the present appropri- 





ation, the bill for lighting the extension, as | should not be | 


able to continue the lighting of the Capitol, President's 
house, Pennsylvania avenuc, &c., whieh alone were con- 
templated in the appropriation. I have no data upon which 


to make a reliable estimate of the cost of lighting the two | 


extensions. 

I am informed that there are twelve hundred and sixty 
burners, besides fourteen or fifteen thousands jets above the 
glass ceiling in the new Repregentatives Hall. These jets 
are merely used to ignite the Durners, and are then shut off. 
The twelve hundred and sixty burners will average eight 
feet of gas per hour each; or a total of ten thousand and 
eighty cubic feet per hour, at a cost of $35 10. In addition, 
all the offices, halls, passages, committe<-rooms, &c., are 
| profusely supplied with gas-burners, and of course will con- 
sume an enormous quantity of gas. The gas consumed 
| last month in the old Capitol, President’s House, President’s 
square, Lafayette square, and from the navy yard to 
| Georgetown, on Pennsylvania avenue, amounted, all told, 
, to $1,976 12. During the same period, I am informed, the 


| gas consumed in the Capitol extension alone amounted to 
| $1,000. - 





| If you determine that I should pay for lighting the ex- 
| tension, I respectfully suggest that you ask for an appropri- 
| ation of $5,000 additional for the current year, and 310,000 
| additional for the year ending June 3), 1859. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN B. BLAKE, Commissioner. 
| Hon. Jacos Tuompson, Secretary of the Interior. 


|| ‘Fhe amendment was adopted. 


Mr. GOODE. 
offer, to come in directly after that just adopted. 
| I move to add the following: 

For erecting thirty additional lamp-posts in Bridge and 
High streets, Georgetown, the sum of $810. 

I will say that, during the last Congress, an 
appropriation was made for extending the light- 


|| streets, in Georgetown. The appropriation was 
|| extended under the direction of the Commis- 
|, sioner of Public Buildings; but was not sufficient 
|| to finish the work. lam informed that there are 
thirty lamp-posts yet to be erected, and that the 
cost will be $810. I hope the amendment will 
meet the concurrence of the House. 
The amendmeat was adopted. 


Mr.COX. I move to amend by adding after the 
one hundred and eighty-fifth line the following: 


| 


the House of Representatives prior to the Thirty-Fourth 
| Congress, the sum of $5,013 35, which sum has heretofore 
| been appropriated, and reverted to the Treasury on the 30th 
of June, 1856. 


| Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I think that amend- 

| ment is not in order. It is not authorized by ex- 

| isting law. 

‘| Mr. COX. Before the Chair decides the ques- 
tion of order, I ask him to hear an explanation 

|| ot it—what the Clerk of the House says upon the 

| subject, showing that the appropriation asked for 

| is in accordance with law. 

|| The letter of the Clerk was read, as follows: 


May 18, 3858. 
£ir: In reply to your inguiry relative to books due Hon. 
Jonathan Taylor, as a member of the House of Represent- 


fall of 1856, when there was not any prospect of the ex- | 


I have an amendment which I | 


| ing of Pennsylvania avenue to Bridge and High | 


For the purchase of books ordered for new members of | 


Orrice Hovse or Representatives United States, | 


224 


eyes 
— 


| atives of the United States, | have to say that there are no 


books on hand nor money out of which they can be pur- 
| chased, 











|, Tt have asked, through the Committee of Ways and Means, 


| for the reappropriation of (about) five thousand dotlars 
| which has reverted to the surplus fund, for the purpose 
| of supplying the few cases like that of Mr. Taylor, which 
remain unsatisfied. 
| Very respectfully, J.C. ALLEN, 
| Clerk House of Representatives, United States. ” 
| Hon. 8. S. Cox, House of Representatives. 
| Mr. COX. The object of the inquiry to which 
| the Clerk responded, was to furnish books hereto- 
| fore ordered to members of Congress prior to the 
| Thirty-Fourth Congress. The sum of $5,013 35 
| was heretofore appropriated for this purpose—to 
|| furnish books heretofore ordered to members of 
Congress prior to the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

Mr. BURNETT. [rise to a question of order, 
| My question of order is that this would repeal a 
| law which is now upon the statute-book providing 
| that no appropriation of money shal! be made to 

purchase books for members, unless the amount 

is deducted from the regular salaries of the mem- 

bers. What the gentleman from Ohio proposes 
| is independent legislation, and is not in order in 
this bill. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman does not understand 
| my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of* opinion 
| that as the amendment does not affect members of 

this Congress, and as he understands that a reso- 

lution of a former Congress authorized books to 
| be furnished to these members, the Chair is of 
| opinion that it is in order. 

Mr. COX. The amount that I state was re- 
paid into the Treasury by a mistake of the Clerk 
of the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
| of order upon another ground than that stated by 
| the gentleman from Kentucky. It seems, from 
| the statement of the gentleman from Ohio, that 
| there was an appropriation to provide for the pur- 

chase of these books, which has lapsed into the 
| Treasury under the law. 
Mr. COX. I will explain that. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, sir, it has 
| lapsed into the Treasury under the law providing 
that when an appropriation shall not be expended 
| within two years, it goes into the general fund. 
Now, sir, it is proposed that we shall legislate 
/and authorize an appropriation of over five thou- 
sand dollars, for the purpose of purchasing books 
that have not been before supplied. 
| Now, the question that I raise is, that this is 
| independent legislation. It appears that this prop- 
osition 1s necessary because of the failure of these 
| parties to obtain the books. For aught we know 
they do not want the books. We are not ap- 
|| prised that they are applying for the books now. 

Mr.COX. Yes, they are. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. At any rate there 
is a way of making the appropriation in this case 

| as in any other, by a bill founded upon a know!- 
| edge of the transaction, and which bill must un- 
dergo the usual forms of legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that it is not for the Chair to decide whether the 
committee will make a second appropriation for 
the same purpose, The Chair knows the fact that 

| the House did pass the resolution of which the 
/gentleman from Ohio speaks; and if it 1 the 
| pleasure of the committee to make a second ap 
| propriation for the same purpose, it is not for the 
| Chair to decide it out of order. 

Mr. BURNETT. I rise to a question of order. 
|| If the deeision of the Chair is correct, and an ap- 
|| propriation has once been made for individual 
|! members who were heretofore entitled to these 
books and never received them, then this isa pri- 
| vate claim, and cannot properly come in ina gen- 
| eral appropriation bill. If these individuals are 
| 


| 





| 
| 
| 





-entited to the books, they ought to come before 
the House with a private claim. 
¥~ The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has doubts 
about the ere of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky; but thinks it probable that 
it is well taken, yets not being fully advised upon 
the subject, will decide the question of order 
inst him. 


Mr. COX, 


| 


1 do not wish to delay the com- 
mittee, or interfere with this bill, but it will be an 
| act of manifest injustice to the members of a former 
|, Congress who failed to get their portions of the 
|| books, either because they were not as exped)- 
' 


tious as others, or because the books were not 
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printed at the time they were applied for. A great 
many members of Congress, prior to the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, did not receive their books. 
These books have been applied for, but the Clerk 
was unable to supply them, because there was no 
money with which to purchase books theretofore 
ordered. A specific case which I havein my mind, 
is a predecessor in my own district, (Jonathan 
Taylor.) 1 inquired of the Clerk for his books, 
ind in response, he wrote me the letter I have 
read to the committee. It is nothing more than 
just that this should pass. 

Mr. BURNETT. | am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, and for the 
reason that it proposes to take money from the 
‘Treasury for the purpose of applying it to the pur- 
chase of books for former members of this House. 
The money which he now proposes to take out 
has gone back into the Treasury under a law of 
Congress, The gentleman says it would be un- 
just aad improper to refuse to give these books 
to members who have served upon this fluor. 
The whole system of voting money forthe pur- 
chase of books for members of Congress, was, in 
my judgment, always wrong. It ought never to 
have been engaged in by Congress. I would ask 
the gentleman upon what grounds he would re- 
fuse to'vote books to me? This is my second 
term here, and I have never received any books. 
We have provided by law for stopping this abuse, 
and now we are told that we should vote this 
money out of the public Treasury for that very 
purpose. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman does not design to 
place me in a wrong position. This matter oc- 
curved before the compensation bill passed, and 
the books were actually ordered. This man was 
omitted, and to refuse this now would be an act 
of partiality. 

Mr. BURNETT. Lunderstand the gentleman’s 
statement. What was the object of the friends 
of such an appropriation as this, and what were 
the reasons urged for voung money for the pur- 
chase of books? It was, that they were neces- 
sary in legislation, and for keeping members 
thoroughly posted in regard to affairs of the Gov- 
ernment. But we might with as much propriety 
take out money trom the Treasury, and scatter 
it broadcast to every citizen of the country, be- 
cause every man in the country is as much enti- 
tled to such an expenditure of money as any man 
who has received it upon this floor. As a matter 
of justice, this claim has no merits whatever, in 
my judgment. The only matter of surprise to 
me is, that the amendment was offered by a gen- 
tleman of so much intelligence as my friend from 
Ohio. 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to amend the 
amendment for the purpose of getting information. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Virginia will allow me, I think [ can throw 
a litte light upon this matter. 

I move to strike out $5,000. This is a proposi- 
tion, as | understand it, to appropriate money to 
yurchase books for a former member of Congress, 
be the name of Jonathan Taylor, of the Columbus 
district, Ohio. No such member has been here, 
to my knowledge, for the last fifteen years. I 
understand he was here about the year 1838. This 
book resolution was commenced, | believe, about 
the year 1834; and then it was that Congress had 
previously ordered and contracted for the printing 
of the State Papers, the American Archives, and 
some other works, and had a surplus of copies on 
hand. A resolution w&s passed to furnish them 
first to members here. Ata subsequent Congress 
they were given to new members; and it was con- 
tinued until all those editions were exhausted. 
Any gentleman who was here at that time was, I 
think, in default of his rights who did not claim 
his right, and take the books. 

if L remember correctly, this practice of buying 
books and distributing them to members of Con- 
gress commenced about the Twenty-Eighth Con- 
gress. When I first came here | was told that 
there was a surplus number of copies on hand. 
Upon inquiry | found that there was not one; but 
that Congress passed a resolution for distribution, 
and the next session we came here and made an 
appropriation of $87,000 to pay for the books. I 
think that was the first appropriation that was 
made w buy books and give to members. But 
even in that day they put into the resolution a 








| to authorize a reprint of those books. They were 


distributed at that time from the books which 
were purchased from the publishers, or persons 
who had contracted to publish them for Congress. 

AsI said before, the distribution was made until 
the surplus copies were exhausted, and then they 
finally passed resolutions for distribution, and 
afterwards made appropriations to meet them. 


| But this is a case where the appropriation has gone 
back into the Treasury, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


| posed to the amendment and to the whole propo- 


| which | have in my hand. 


sition, and | desire that the committee shall come 
to a vote. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask my col- 


league whether it has been the practice under the 
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I am op- | 


old book system, for the Clerk to procure the | 
books, box them up, and if there was no disposi- | 
tion made of them by a member, to store them | 
away in the crypt of the Capitol until he sends for | 


them? I make the inquiry upon facts which came 
to my knowledge the present session. A prede- 
cessor of mine wrote to me that he had actually 


got only a portion of the books under the resolu- || 


tion passed while he was here, and requested me 
to apply to the Clerk for the balance of them. I 
did so,and the remainder being furnished, I sent 
them to him. If such is the practice, all the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has to do is to apply to the 
Clerk, and he will furnish the books. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe a great 
many members sold their books, or gave receipts 
for the money and never got the books, and wever 
saw them. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
Seventh Congress I believe, is it not? 

Mr. COX. Itis. 

Mr. LETCHER. Under the proposition as it 
is introduced here, this member, if he gets the 
books atall, gets a great many more than were 


allowed at that time. he number of books at | 


that time were limited to specific works, a list of 


matic Correspondence, American Archives, Land 


Laws, Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates, | 


Gales & Seaton’s American State Papers, Con- 
tested Elections, Elliot’s Debates. 
Now what | was going to suggest is this: if the 


House is going back to a period of time so far | 


distantas the Twenty-Seventh Congress, it would 


be well enough to amend the proposition, and go | 
downamong this recently-discovered pile of books, | 
and select out a number of volumes corresponding 


to those that you give. I see no necessity for ap- 


| propriating money to buy books while there is a 


room eighteen feet square full of them in the base- 


| ment of the building. Let gentlemen go there for 


them, if they want them. But besides all that, I 
want to know why this gentleman did not get his 


| books? 


Mr. COX. I will tell the gentleman. I wish 
to be very frank and brief about this matter. Mr. 


Taylor, who is since deceased, was entitled to | 
these books in the Twenty-Seventh Congress, | 


| under a resolution of the House of August 8, 
| 1842. 


Mr. LETCHER. Ifthe gentleman was in Con- 
gress in 1851, and was entitled to these books in 
the Twenty-Seventh Congress, why did he not 
get them? 


Mr. COX. I offered a resolution here some 


| time ago to that effect, but [ could not get this 


_ which he was entitled. 


| made to meet just this case; but that, by mistake, | 


House to pass it. It required the Clerk to deliver 
to the widow of Jonathan Taylor, out of the books 
in his ha ds, books of equal value with those to 
1 endeavored to get that 
resolution passed, but failed; and on inquiry the 
Clerk told me that there was an appropriation 


|, it was paid into the Treasury, and that probably 


the Committee of Ways and Means would rec- 


ommend a new appropriation. 


Mr. LETCHER. 
Congress in 1851? 

Mr. COX. I believe he served four years. 

Mr. LETCHER. Jonathan Taylor was here 
four years. 


gress, and the whole ef another Congress jo get 


his books if hechose. He did not choose to take 
them. It seems to me thatit isaltogether proper, 
if his widow insists on thisclaim on Congress, that 
she should present her memorial to the House, 
and let it take exactly the same disposition as 


provision that nothing in it should be construe’ other claims take. 


This is for the Twenty- | 


They were Diplo- | 


Was not Mr. Taylor in | 


He then had the whole of one Con- | 








May 19, 


| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have here the 
| names of the Representatives from Ohio jy 
| Twenty-Seventh Congress, and his name is not 


the 


among them. It must have been prior to that 
titne that he was here. 

Mr. COX. The Clerk informed me that he 
was here in the Twenty-Seventh Congress. 

Mr. LETCHER. Lmustcome to the conely. 
sion, if the gentleman cannot tell wher, he was 
here, that it is doubtful whether he ever »zas here 

The question was taken on Mr. Cox’s amend. 
ment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. DODD. | offer the following amendment: 


To pay the residue of the salary due the engineer for 
constructing the bridge across the Potomac at Liule Fa 
$2,589 67. 

I send up a letter from the Seeretary of the Ip- 
terior, which will explain my amendment. 

The letter was read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, April 19, 1858, 

Sir: By act of 18th Angust, 1855, au appropriation of 
$75 v0 was made “ to complete the bridge across the Poto- 
mac at Little Pails, agreeably to the plan already adopted.» 
which contemplated the construction of that work under 
the supervision of an officer of the War Department, receiy- 
ing a fixed salary assuch. It was subsequently found pe- 
cessary, however, for the Secretary of War to otherwise 
| employ the officer who had been detailed for that service, 
| which rendered indispensaWe the employment of a civil en- 
gineer, to be compensated out of the appropriation. Evey 
with this inerease of expenditure, the work, it is believed, 
would have been completed within the appropriation, but 
| forthe unprecedented flood of last year, which swept away 
| some portions of the work, requiring a considerable outlay 

to repair the damage. Owing to this circumstance, a smail 
addiiional appropriation will be required to pay off tie lia- 
bilities incurred, and [ have the honor to invite your atten- 
tion to the subject, and to request that such measures may 
'| be adopted by your committee as will be best calculated to 
| secure it. 

If the engineer under whose charge the work was exe- 
cuted be paid at the rate of $250 per month, which is per- 
haps not too high, the amount required will be $2.589 67; 
and [ would respectfully suggest the appropriation of that 
sum. In further explanation of this subject, 1 beg leave to 
refer you to the incloxed copy of Mr. Coyle’s letter. of the 
30th ultimo, to this Department, and of the report made 
thereon by Mr. Whiting. by whom, as acting Secretary of 
the Interior, his services were engaged. 

I have the honor to be, very re-poctfully, your obedient 
servant, J. THOMPSON, Secretary. 


Hon. WutttaM O. Goove, Chairman of the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, U. S. Ho. of Reps 
The question was taken on the amendment; and 
it was agreed to. 


Mr. BOWIE. I offer the following amendment: 


For building a house for the keeper of the Anacostia 
bridge, $1,500, to be expended under the direction of the 
Commissioner ot Public Buildings. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. 


Mr. PEYTON. 
ment: 

For making improvements in the city of Washington 
provided for in the fifteeuth section of the city charter, ap- 
proved May 15, 1820, and the twelfth section of the amended 
charter, approved May 17, 1848, $5,000. 

I ask for the reading of an extract from a report 
of :he Secretary of the Interior. 

The extract was read, as follows: 


«“ The Government, however, is a large real estate pro- 
prictor in the city of Washington, and provision is made in 
the charter of incorporation, by which the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings is directed to reimburse the corporation a 
just proportion of the expense incurred in opening and in- 
proving streets passing through and along public squares. 
This expense has been hereto ore detrayed out of money 
ari-ing from the sale of lots bel -niging to the Government ; 
but this resource has now failed us, and an estimate has 
been submitted for an approp.iation out. of the national 
Treasury on that account.”’ 


Mr. SEWARD. I raise ‘he point of order that 
the amendment is not germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ti» Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is out »f order, there being 
no law to provide for the appropriation. 
| Mr. KELSEY. 1 move w strike out lines one 
|| hundred and eighty-eight and one hundred and 
‘| eighty-nine, as follows: 
| “For repairs of Pennsylvania a venue, $3,000.” 

| offer thisamendment for ‘|e purpose of obtain- 
ing information as to how far we are expected to 
defray the expenses of the m-inicipal government 
of thecity of Washington. 1 know that the Gov- 
ernment has paved Pennsylvavia avenue, and that 
it pays for the gas to light it, and I should judge 
from the appearance of the appropriation bills that 
almost all the expenses connected with the munl- 
| cipal government of the city of Washington, are 
{ paid by Congress. Now, I want toknow whether 
# there is any law—for that seems to be apuint made 


lls, 


I offer the following amend- 


eee 


185! 


—— 


here fr 
money 
city? 
priate | 
that W 
municl 
begint 
J know 
tions, | 
law of 
selves. 
Mr. 
will all 
not pr 
no law 
ernme: 
Distric 
ton, al 
fare be 
artmé 
rr aid 
repairi 
erly. 
done; | 
choose 
Mr. 
ment i 
to kno 
expect 
isa la 
true, t! 
izens 1 
ernme 
jts ow 
us to | 
Gover 
them. 
Nov 
ther ir 
of the 
contin 
trict. 
gentle 
furthe 
propri 
of the 
nearly 
on m} 
The 


Was @: 


Mr. 
ment, 
on Pu 

For | 
reserva 
and a-l 
of plan 
1.314. 

The 

Mr. 
out th 

- Po 
House, 
ing the 

Id 
Comr 
ana 
Presi 
of the 
claus: 
Presi 
ment 
the u: 
know 
and [| 

Mr 
gentli 
to th 
reall y 
to ler 

Mi 
a que 

Mr 
this | 
inter 
woul 
here 

[Cc 
: Mi 
1s mi: 
relate 
relate 
ident 
twee! 
and | 





it: 


ta 
the 


nt 


on 


ap- 
ded 


ort 


ro- 
2 in 
rof 
na 
im- 
res. 
ney 
nt; 
has 
nal 


hat 


on 
ing 


one 
ind 


\in- 
i to 
ent 
ov- 
hat 
dgve 
hat 
ini- 
are 
her 
ade 


1858. 
here frequently—that requires us to appropriate 
money to repair the avenues and streets in this | 
city? Ifthere is, perhaps it is our duty to appro? | 
priate this money. If not, I think it is about time 
that we should intimate to the citizens and "to the 
nunicipal government of this city, that they should 
begin to defray some of these expenses themselves. 
I know they tell us, when we raise these objec- 
tions, that they are already taxed as much as the 
law of Congress will permit them to tax them- 
elves. 

"Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. If the gentleman 
will allow me, [ will answer his question, for I do 
not propose to debate his amendment. ‘There is 
no law requiring us to do this; but, as the Gov- 
ernment owns a large amount of property in the 
District of Columbia, and in the city of Washing- 
ton, and as Pennsylvania avenue is the thorough- 
fare between the Capitol and the Executive De- 
partments, the Government has been in the habit 
of aiding the city of Washington in grading and 
repairing the streets, being part owner of the prop- 
erty. That is the principle on which it has been 
done; and these repairs are necessary, unless you 
choose to abandon your former practice. 

Mr. KELSEY. I have heard the same argu- 
ment in substance urged here before; and I want 
to know to what extent the people of Washington 
expect usto go? Itis true that the Government 
isa large owner of property here; but it is also 
true, that but for that fact the property of the cit- 
izens would be worth nothing at all. The Gov- 
ernment gives value to their property by putting 
its own here, and then they turn round and want 
us to bear all the expenses of the city because the | 
Government has conferred these benefits upon 
them. 

Now, for one, [am not disposed to go any fur- 
ther in this direction, and 1 want totest the sense 
of the House as to how leng they are going to 
continue this course of conduct towards the Dis- 
trict. I heard it remarked, the other day, by a 
gentleman on the street, that if we went on much 
further, pretty soon we sheuld have to make ap- | 
propriations to blacken the boots of the citizens 
of the District, and it seems to me that we have 
nearly reached that point. I shall insist on a vote 
on my amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment | 
was agreed to—ayes seventy, noes not counted. 


Mr. PEYTON. I offer the following amend- | 
ment, which is recommended by the Committee | 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: 


For inclosing, with a suitable wooden fence, the public 
reservation on Missouri avenue; between Third and Four- 
and a-half streets, with a view of extending the nursery 
of plants which the Government has un said reservation, 
@1.314. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to strike 
out the following clause of the bill: 

‘Por taking eare of the grounds south of the President’s 
House, continuing the improvements on the same, and keep- 
ing them in order, $3,000.”° 

[ desire information of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. We have passed 
an appropriation for the annual repairs of the | 
President’s House, and the further improvement 
of the grounds,and so forth, and here is another 
clause for taking care of the grounds south of the 
President’s House,and continuing the improve- 
ment of the same, $3,000. Now, I cannot see 
the use of that division of the appropriation. I 
know the condition of these grounds very well, 
and | hope this clause will be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. [ desire to ask the | 
gentleman from Virginia if he has not been invited | 
to the President’s, [laughter,] because I must 
really refer him to my friend from Pennsylvania, 
to lecture him. 

Mr. J.G@LANCY JONES. The gentleman has 
a cot way of showing his friendship. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do not think that 
this particular appropriation is of any sort of 
interest to the President, and I[ believe that he 
would be very glad to have it stricken out, if it is 
here wrongfully, 

[Cries of * Question!” Question !’’] 
_ Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Virginia 
1s mistaken when he supposes that the two clauses | 
relate to the same public grounds. The first clause 
related to the grounds immediately about the Pres- | 
ident’s House, but this relates to the grounds be- | 
tween the street south of the President’s mansion |) 
and the canal, upon which improvements have , 
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| lives and property of our citizens. 


|| these public grounds. 








been in progress for some time past. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means thought this appro- 
priation necessary and proper. 

"Loud cries of **Question!”’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. There is not a dol- 
lar of the appropriation in the first clause that 
may not be applied to these grounds south of the 
President's House. 

The amendment of Mr. Situ, of Virginia, was 
rejected—ayes thirty-two, noes not counted. 


Mr. COLFAX. I move to amend by striking 
out the words ‘* continuing the improvements of 
the same,’’ and reducing the appropriation to 
$1,000, in the foilowing paragraph: 

* For taking care of the grounds south of the President's 
House, continuing the improvements of the same, and keep- 
ing them in order, $3,000.”” 

I offer that amendment in good faith. We are 
told that we have not money enough in the Treas- 
ury to continue the improvements in our rivers 


and harbors, which are necessary for the wants | 


of our commerce, and for the protection of the 


that there is not money enough in the Treas- 
ury to warrant us in continuing the work on the 
custom-houses in the various parts of the coun- 
try, which are in process of construction, and 


ment in the shape of damages, in consequence of 
the work being discontinued. And yet the Com- 


| mittee of Waysand Means have reported, in this 


We are told | 


| which will result in a great loss to the Govern- | 


bill, items for which there is nota hundredth part | 


| the necessity that there is for those | have named. 


Sir, if the condition of the Treasury is reduced 


| so low that we cannot afford the money to carry 


* ‘ a 
on the ordinary expenses of the Government, if 


| we must carry on the work of retrenchment to 

|| this extent, I say, let us commence here in Wash- | 
If we are not justified, in consideration || 
| of the condition of the Treasury, in continuing | 
| the work on public improvements throughout || 
| the country, we are not justified in making this 
| appropriation for purchasing trees and plants in 


ington, 


I move, in addition to re- 
ducing the appropriation, as I have indicated, to 


strike out the words ‘‘ and for continuing the im- | 
provements on the same.”’ This will leave $1,900 | 


for taking care of and keeping in order these 
grounds, and which I think will be sufficient. 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. MORGAN, 


lowing clause: 


I niove to s‘rike out the fol- 


“ For the payment of laborers employed in shoveling snow | 
from the walks to and around the Capitol, the President’s | 


House, and the pavements along the Government reserva- 
tions on Pennsylvania avenue, $800.” 

My reason for making the motion is that there 
is an abundance of laborers employed on the pub- 
lic grounds, who have nothing to do in the world, 
and who can be employed to perform that service. 

Mr.CLAY. Willthe gentleman name the par- 


ties he wishes to employ ? 


Mr.J.GLANCYJONES. The grounds upon 


_ which the Committee of Ways and Means passed 


upon these appropriations were these: the esti- | 


mates were sent to them, and they have cut the 
amount down to the lowest point. If the gentle- 
man wants the snow to lie upon the walks next 
winter, if there should be snow, then he will vote 
to strike out this appropriation. It would be a 
still better arrangement if the gentlemen would 
provide that there should be no snow, and then 


there would be no necessity for the appropriation. | 


{Laughter. | 
Mr. MORGAN. j 
the men who are employed by the year, and who 


If you will employ some of | 


are idling away their time during the winter with | 


nothing to do, there would be no need of making 
any appropriation for this purpose. There are 


men enough already employed to do this work, 


without employing any more. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
If the House 
want this work done next winter, Ido not believe 
they can get it done for less money, or in any 


' better way. 


Mr. MORGAN called for tellers on the amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the smendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
the bill by striking out the following paragraph: 


I am opposed to_ 
the amendment of the gentleman. 


i} Hpon 


I move to amend | 


For Casual repairs of the Patent Office building; $3,000.” ' 


AL GLOBE. 





ee 


I make the motion for the purpose of asking 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 





| Means what casual repairs are needed on the 


Patent Office building to the amount of $3,000? 


| I supposed that buildimg was of such a character 


that no repairs were needed, 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The word * cas- 
ual,’’ I believe, means incidental or contingent 
repairs, which cannot be anticipated. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, sir, | know; 


| but what makes the necessity of providing for 
| such a ane 2 A 


The building is fire-proof; 
and is constructed of marble and granite. ‘I do 
not see what repairs can be needed 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The experience 


of the past shows that itis necessary to make pro- 


| vision for these contingencies. They will always 
| arise; and I understand that this is the customary 


amount to appropriate. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I move to strike out the 
following paragraph in the bill: 


* Forcompleting the west wing of the Patent Office build- 
ing, filling up the southwest corner of the square, setting 
the curb, and raising Ninth streetin front of the building to 


| its proper grade, $50,000.” 


Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the gentleman from Lou- 


| isiana to withdraw his amendment a moment for 


the purpose of allowing me to ask the Chair if 
the amendment which I proposed yesterday in 
reference to custom-houses and marine hospitals 
is in order here ? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, No, sir; I insist on my mo- 
tion. I make the motion for the reason that Ido 
not think the Treasury ts in a condition, at this 
time, to warrant the expenditure of this appro- 
priation, so long as it is in such a condition that 
we cannotappropriate the money which is needed 
to continue the work on the custom-houses which 
are already under contract in the different parts 
of the country. 

Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. The Committee of 


Ways and Means have not passed upon a single 


| item upon the ground that we believed, or did not 


| nated against the custom-houses ? 
_ law require that they shall be completed? 


believe, it necessary; but because tt was required, 
or was not required, to carry out provisions of 
existing law. Now, sir, there is a law providing 
for the erection and completion of this building; and 
the money is necessary to comply with the pro- 
visions of existing law. If you want to stop the 
construction of this building, strike out the ap- 
propriation; but if you want to have the building 
completed, you must provide the means to finish it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania tells us that the Committee of Ways and 
Means had not the power to discriminate; that 
the law requires these buildings to be completed. 
I ask the gentleman how it is that they discrimt- 
Does not the 
Have 
we not already expended thousands of dollars in 
their construction? They reported in favor of one 
and not for the other, and | hope this committee 


| will reject their action. 


Mr. J.GLANCYJONES. The estimates for 


| the custom-houses were not before us. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Then I have to say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania this: that if the ne- 


| cessities of this Government are so great at this 


moment that the custom-houses under contract 
have to be suspended, | do not see why these ap- 
propriations for the District of Columbia should 
be continued at this same time. Letus put them 
all upon the same footing, and let us wait until 
the Government can draw breath, if she is out of 


| breath, before we go on with either of thera. If 


there is no absolute necessity for completing the 
custom-house at New Orleans, there 1s no abso- 
lute necessity for completing the Patent Office ex- 
tension. And I think the one ought to be stricken 
out as the other has been stricken out; and | make 
that motion. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to strike out the 
words— 


** For repairing the fence round that poction of the Mall 
which the Smithsoniafi Institution is situated, 


| 1,000.” 


Ido not think we are called upon to pay this 


| sum, especially as there is no money in the T'reas- 


ury belonging to the Smithsonian fund. 

r. J. GLANCY JONES. I desire to know 
whether the gentleman desires me to hear any- 
thing he says 
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Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir; but there is so || Mr. MILLSON. I believe it has never been 


much noise I cannot hear myself talk. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 

a word the gentleman has said. 
Mr. SEWARD. I think this appropriation is | 

wrong. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. This appropri- 


of the fences. 


ted States loaned out this fund to some of the | 
States and never got it back, and it had to as- | 
sume the loss and appropriate money out of the | 
Treasury to carry out the bequest of Mr. Smith- | 


| 


son. - 1) 


Mr. ENGLISH. I am opposed to the amend- | 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move that the | 
committee rise. [Cries of ** No!’’ and ‘* With- 
draw it!’’) I will not withdraw it. I stand by 
my motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The question was taken on Mr, Sewarp’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to, there being 
on 4 division, ayes 56, noes 83. 

Mr. PEYTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For continuation of filling up the ravine, and grading Ja- 
diciary square, $7,000. 

All | have to say in reference to that amend- 
ment is, that [ have been requested by the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings to offer it. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The estimates on 
which these amendments are based were before 
the Committee of Ways and Means, but were 
omitted because the committee thought we could 
get along without them, and desired to cut down 
the appropriations as much as possible. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is thatamendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is in order, being in contin- 
uation of a work heretofore commenced. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KELSEY. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the following clause: 

* Por cleaning outthe sewer traps on Pennsylvania ave- 
nue, #3,000.”" 

Mr. BLISS. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man whether he boarded at the National Hotel 
ast winter? [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELSEY. I did; but I do not think it is 
the business of Congress to provide for work of 
this kind. 

Mr. J.GLANCYJONES. | oppose the amend- 
ment, and ask for a vote upon it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PALMER. 
ment: 

For completion of custom-house at Ellsworth, Maine, 
2.000 

For completion of custom house at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, $50,000 

For completion of custom house at Bristel, Rhode Island, 
including fteacing and grading, $5,000, 

For completion of custom louse at New Haven, Con- 
necticut, 860,000 

For completion of custom house at Oswego, New York, 
$10,000 

For completion of custom-house at Plattsburg, New 
York, $10,000. 

For completion of custom-house at Newark, New Jersey, 
$1 0.000. 

For completion of custom-house at Norfolk, Virginia, 
$20,000. 

For completion of custom-house at Pensacola, Florida, 
$5 000, 

For completion of custom-house at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$20,000. 

For completion of custom house at Mobile, Alabama, in- 
cluding fencing and paving, $30, 000, 


1 offer the following amend - 


$10,000. 

For completion of custom -house at Milwaukee, Wiscon- 
sin, $10,000, 

Mr. ENGLISH. The only way to get rid of 
this bill within any reasonable time, is to strike 
out the enacting clause. That will bring the 
bill before the House, where proper amendments 
ean be offered. I move to strike out the enact- 
ing clause of the biil. 

Mr. GROW. I raise the same point of order 
made Y the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Munn- 
son,} th 
order in Committee of the Whole when debate 
has been closed by the order of the Mouse. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules that 
question of order, and decides that the motion is 
in order 


| appropriation bill, which must first be discussed 
| in Committee of the Whole, so as to cut off all 
ation is for the proportion of repairs which the || amendments, I appeal from the decision of the 
Smithsonian Institution contributes to the repair | Chair entertaining the motion. 
Mr. SEWARD. The Governmentof the Uni- || amendments which ought to be a 
_moved in the House before the previous question 


|| attempted before to strike out the enacting clause 
I have not heard || of an appropriation bill; and in order to test the 
| sense of the committee as to the authority of the 


committee to strike Out the enacting clause of an 


Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to pS that all the | 


opted can be | 


is called. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Under the rules, 
no amendment making an appropriation can be | 
offered in the House, except by unanimous con- | 
sent. The rule says that every proposition to 
appropriate money must first be discussed in Com-. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The remarks of the gentleman 
may be a very good argument against striking out 
the enacting clause. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You had better 
call the previous question at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion | 
that the striking out of the enacting clause would 
dispose of all the amendments, and bring. the | 
House to a vote on the original bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH. If there is any disposition | 
to go on, and dispose of the bill within a reason- | 
able time, | withdraw the motion. 





Mr. MASON. I renewit, in order that it may || 


be voted down; because the gentleman has been | 
hanging it over us forthe last two hours. [Laugh- | 
ter.] I withdtaw the motion. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 


I raise a question of | 


order on the amendment of the gentleman from || 


New York, [Mr. Patmer.] My point of order | 


| is, that the amendment is the same in substance | 


as the one offered yesterday by the gentleman | 


from Louisiana, [Mr. Evustis,}] and rejected by || 


the committee, 
Mr. PALMER. No, sir; it is not the same. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. It embraces a number 


_of the same appropriations. 


Mr. PALMER. Suill it is not the same. 
Mr. GREENWOOD, It may not contain all 
the appropriations for custom-houses and marine 


we OM that were embraced in the amendment 


of t 


| them are the identical appropriations; and, there- 


fore, I hold that it is not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I want to ask the Chair | 


a question. Suppose | introduced an appropria- 


tion for a marine hospital at Napoleon, Arkansas, | 


, and it was voted down; should I have a right to 


|| its unanimous approval. 


e other day, thatthe motion is not in| 


For completion of custom-house at Gaiena, Lilinois, || I have offered will prevail. 


introduce the same proposition again ? 


The CHAIRMAN. There is no such ques- 


tion before the committee; and the Chair begs | 


leave to decline to decide questions which have 
not arisen. 


Mr. PALMER resumed the floor. 


Mr. GROESBECK. I ask the gentleman from | 


New York to accept the following as an addition 
to his amendment: 

For completion of the n.arine hospital at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, $50,000. 

Mr. PALMER. Is that contained in the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. GROESBECK. It is. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well; then I aceept it. 

Mr. GROESBECK. I know that it is very 
necessary. 

Mr. PALMER. [hope the amendment which 
It addresses itself to 
the common sense of the House, and should meet 


cases where buildings have been commenced b 
order of this Government, and almost completed; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, and officers 


_ having the works in charge, recommend that these 


small sums shall be appropriated for their com- 
letion. I know very well that the building at 
lattsburg can be completed for $10,000. 
estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as necessary to complete the building. The build- 
ing is nearly completed, but unless this appropri- 
ation is made, it will have to stand with the doors 
and windows boarded up for another year. 
Again, Captain Bowman states in his report 
that its construction having been toa great extent 
of iron, it will suffer very great damage by being 
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1e gentleman from Louisiana, but many of | 


It covers abouta dozen 


t is | 
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left in its present condition. The appropriation 











asked for is a very small one, and 
amendment will prevail. 

Mr. BURNETT. I movete amend the amend. 
ment by appropriating $5,000 for the purpose of 
completing the marine hospital at the town of 
Paducah, in the State of Kentucky. My reason 
for offering this amendment I will state to the 
committee. During the last Congress, there wag 
appropriated $5,000 for the purpose of repairing 
and refitting the marine hospital at Paducah, and 
grading the grounds around it. The Committee 
on Commerce recommended a bill appropriating 
this amount of money, which was introduced by 
myself; but the Committee of Ways and Means 
cut down the appropriation to $5,000. They have 
gone on and made some repairs and some im- 
provements under the appropriation which was 
then made; but the appropriation was not enough; 
$10,000 would not have been too much; and that 
was the amount recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Now, I will state that while I am not in favor 
of our system of marine hospitals, yet if you will 
look at the returns of this hospital, which is situ- 
| ated at the mouth of the Tennessee river, twelve 
| miles below the mouth of the Cumberland and forty 
| miles from the mouth of the Ohio, there are more 
| patients there than are at Louisville, or any other 
| point in the Mississippi valley, except New Or- 
| leans. This building has been erected by the Gov- 

ernment, and it seems to me that Congress ought 

to make an appropriation sufficient to complete it 
| and to preserve it from dilapidation and decay, 
| The Government must necessarily have to keep 
| it in repair, and hence I offer the amendment 
‘which I have, and which I hope the committee 
| will adopt. 
Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the gentleman to accept 
| the amendment which was offered yesterday, pro- 
viding for other marine hospitals and custom- 
houses. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iam willing the gentleman 
|| Should have a vote upon his amendment, and will 
accept it, 

Mr. BRANCH. Iam opposed to the amend- 
|| ment offered by the gentleman from New York, 
|| and that offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
|| During the last Congress several small appropri- 
ations were made for the construction of public 
buildings, mostly in States where only a small 
| amount of the public money has been expended. 
Amongst others, there was a small appropriation 
made for a building for the United States courts 
in the city of Raleigh, in the State of North Car- 
|| olina. otstie, not one dollar has ever been ex- 
pended of that appropriation. The reason for it 
was the condition of the Treasury; and I am sat- 
isfied with the course pursued by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. The reason has been satisfac- 
|| tory to me, and, I presume, has been to every 
|| gentleman from a State in which similar appro- 
| priations have been suspended. As I understand 

it, in some cases appropriations made two years 
| ago, remain in the Treasury untouched; and yet 
| gentlemen are now insisting that we shall appropri- 
| ate additional sums for precisely similar purposes. 
| L ask gentlemen of what avail it is to make these 
|| appropriations? Why pile one appropriation upon 
'| another, if the condition of the Treasury is such 
'| that even the appropriations which were made in 
the last Congress cannot be expended? Let us, at 
i least, wait forthe Governm nt to accomplish that 
| for which provision was maie two years ago, and 
| which has not been accom;)|ished in consequence 
| of the condition of the Treasury. If these amend- 
| ments were to be adopted, tlic sums appropriated 
|| could not be expended. The laws which have 
already passed making appropriations must be 
executed before any of these provisions can be 
carried out. Iam opposed both to the amend- 
ment to the amendment and to the original amend- 


hope the 














Mr. PHELPS. I understood the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. sees) to suggest to the 
gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. Burnett) to 
modify his amendment, and that the amendment 
was thus modified. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
| that the modification was made, and the quesuon 
| is now upon the amendment as modified. 
|| Mr. BURNETT. I had yielded the floor when 
| the gentleman from Louisiana asked me to accep! 

of a modification. I said I had no objection ‘o 
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scepting it, so as to give the-committee an op- | 
orally to vote upon it, but that I thought it | 
would answer the gentleman’s purpose better to 
offer his amendment separately. 

Mr. PHELPS. [I merely rose to know how 
the matter stood, that we might know what we 


were voting on. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 


| 

Kentucky does not aceept the modification, the | 
amendmentcannot be received at this stage of the | 
proceedings. : | 

Mr. BURNETT. I am willing that a vote | 
should be taken upon the amendment I have of- | 
fered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. What has become | 
of that omnjbus bill? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Here it is. 
Mr. BURNETT. I prefer a vote upon my | 
amendment alone. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understood that the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky had already accepted the | 
modification. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. He says he has not 
accepted it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I object to it, 

The question was taken on Mr. Burnerr’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. EUSTIS. | now move, as an aixendment | 
to the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, the following: 


Suike out all after the word “ for,”’ and insert the follow- | 
ing : 
For continuing the work on the extension of the Treas- | 
ury building, $300,000. 

For continuing the work on custom-houses building‘at 
the following places, viz: at New Orleans, Louisiana, 
$350,000 ; and at Charleston, South Carolina, $300,000— 
$650,000. 

For the completion of custom-houses at the following 

jaces, viz: at Ellsworth, Maine, $2,000; at Portsmouth, 
io Hampshire, $50,000; at Bristol, Rhode Island, (in- 
cluding fencing and grading,) $5,000 ; at New Haven, Con- 
necticut, $60,060; at Oswego, New York, $10,000; at 
Plattsburg, New York, $10,000; at Newark, New Jersey, | 
$10,000; at Norfolk, Virginia, $20,000 ; at Pensacola, Flor- | 
ida, $5,000 ; at St. Louis, Missouri, $20,000 ; at Mobile, Al- 
abama, (including fencing and paving,) $30,000 ; at Galena, 
lilinois, $10,000; at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, $10,000; and 
for annual repairs at custom -houses, $15,000—$257 ,000. 

For the completion of marine hospitals at the following 
snore viz: at Portland, Maine, $3,000; at St. Marks, 

jorida, $?,500 ; at New Orleans, Louisiana, (including fill- 
ing up, grading, and fencing, and the introduction of gas and 
water pipes and fixtures,) $85,000; at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$50,000 ; at Galena, Illinois, $5,000 ; and for annual repairs 
of marine hospitals, $15,000 — $160,500. 

For grading, paving, and fencing the grounds, and for 
furnishing custom-houses, at the following places ; viz: at 
Ellsworth, Maine, $3,000 ; at Bath, Maine, furniture alone, | 
$1,100; at Burlington, Vermont, $4,600 ; at New Haven, 
Connecticut, $8,500; at Oswego, New York, $7,300; at | 
Plattsburg, New York, $9.900; at Newark, New Jersey, 
$5,200; at Alexandria, Virginia, $3,700; at Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia, $12,000 ; at Mobile, Alabama, furniture alone, $2,600; 
at Pensacola, Florida, $2,500; at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$14,600; at Louisville, Kentucky, $3,900; at Cleveland, 
Ohio, $7,100; at Galena, Ulinois, $3,700; and at Milwau- 
kee, Wisconsin, $7,700—97,100. 

For grading, paving, and fencing, and for furnishing ma- 
rine hospitals, at the following places; viz: at Burlington, | 
Vermont, $3,400; at Chelsea, Massachusetts, $19,700; at 
St. Marks, Florida, $1,200 ; at Detroit, Michigan, 37,500 ; at 
cue i}linois, $3,800 ; and at Burlington, Lowa, $4,100— 

wee . 

For completion of improvements of navigation of the | 
Ohio, Mississippi, and Missouri rivers, by removing snags | 
and sawyers from the same, $250,000. 


Mr. BRANCH. I rise to a point of order. | 
The amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana | 
is not germane to the subject. As I understand 
it, the latter part of the amendment proposes an 
appropriation to improve the navigation of the 
Mississippi and other rivers. That subject be- 
longs entirely to another bill, and therefore I. 
object to the amendment as entirely out of order. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion | 
that the amendment to the amendraent is not in 
order. The Chair would state that there are sev- 
eral things in the amendment which the Chair be- | 
lieves to be out of order under the 81st rule, and 
therefore rules it out of order. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 1 will remove the objection to | 
the amendment by omitting the latter clause of it. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ap- | 
peal from the decision of the Chair? 
| 


Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to know the rea- 
son for the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be impossible for | 
the Chair to state all the reasons. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I modify my amendment in the | 
manner which I have indicated. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the 


Senin out of order. Does the gentleman ap- 
peal? 

Mr. EUSTIS. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

For the purchase of Adams’s lot, $3,000, in addition to the 


custom-house in the city of Alexandria; if, in the judgment 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, said lot is desirable. 


Mr.GREEN WOOD. I submit that thatamend- 
ment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. WOODSON. Ioffer the following amend- 
ment: 

For completing the removal! of the enags in the Missouri 
river, $50,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to strike out the enact- 
ing clause of the bill. 
Mr. MILLSON. 
order on that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
question of order. 

Mr. MILLSON. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD. 


I now raise the question of 


The Chair overrules the 


shall have no difficulty in voting down the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MILLSON. That may be, but I can never 
allow a decision of a Chair, entertaining a motion 


tion bill, to pass without an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave to 
have the 119th rule read. 

Mr. ATKINS. I made the motion to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill for the purpose of 
expediting the public business, but as I find it will 
retard it, | withdraw the motion. 

Mr. KEITT. I wish to inquire of the Chair 


gentleman from New York, (Mr. ree 

The CHAIRMAN. Thedecision of the Chair 
covered the amendment of the gentleman trom 
New York, as well as that of the gentleman trom 
Louisiana. 

Mr. PALMER. [did not understand that the 
Chair had ruled my amendment out of order. I 
understood that the ruling of the Chair applied 
only to the amendment offered by the genueman 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Evstis.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York will recollect that the decision of the Chair 
ruling the amendment of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana out of order, covered nearly the whole 
ground of the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York. The Chair decided that both amenc- 
ments were out of order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. 
lowing clause of the bill: 

** For purchasing plants for the conservatory at the Pres- 
ident’s House, $1,000." 

I think that that is an unnecessary appropri- 
ation; and that the $1,000 may well be saved to 
the Government at this time. 

Mr. KEITT. I was instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to move 
to increase the appropriation to $3,000; but if the 
committee do not wish todo that, I have no wich 
to be importunate. I trust, however, that the 
committee will, at least, not strike out the $1,000. 
As has been already stated to-day, in consequence 
of the Treasury extension, the green-house has 
been torn down, and a new one constructed. 
There are very few flowers in it, as I have been 
informed by those who know, and no rare ones. 
This appropriation is for the purchase of flowers. 
I am perfectly unselfish in my advocacy of it; for 
I take it for granted that | am the only member 
| of the House who does not expect to succeed the 
present incumbent of the White House. [Laugh- 
ter.) I ask it for the benefit of others, and not for 
my own. 

But, sir, this appropriation is to be final. An 


appropriation of $3,000 is recommended for the |, 


purpose by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings. I understand 
from them that $3,000 would purchase flowers 
enough, and that no subsequent appropriation 
will be needed for their preservation. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Are there to be any 
** morning-glories?’’ 


I appeal to the gentle- | 
man from Virginia to withdraw the appeal. We | 


to strike out the enacting clause of an appropria- | 


what has become of the amendment offered by the | 


I move to strike out the fol- | 


225. 


LL a 


| Mr. KEITT. No; we want neither sun-flow- 
| ers, nor morning-glories, nor sweet Williams, 
| nor jumping Johnnies, which gentlemen have 
| spoken of. {[Laughter.] I amin earnest in this 
|matter. I should have liked to have moved to 
increase the appropriation to $3,000; but if the 
House, in a fit of egonomy, is unwilling to do 
that, I do not wish to be troublesome. 

Mr. LETCHER. Wvill the gentleman give us 
the names of some of the new flowers they want 
to purchase? 


} 
Mr. KEITT. The Committee of Ways and 


Means have made an appropriation here of $1,000, 
and I take it for granted that the gentleman from 
Virginia knew what he was making the appro- 
priation for. emer.) 
Mr. ADRAIN. [ am as fond of flowers av * 
|} any man, but I think this expenditure of $1,000 
| unnecessary, and therefore I object to it. 
Mr. Aprain’s amendment was not agreed to. 


|| Mr. DAVIDSON. I move to strike out the 
|| following clause of the bill: 
‘For the completion of the Washington aqueduct $800,000; 
|| and, in addition thereto, so much of the appropriation ot 
250,000 ‘for paying existing liabilities for the Washington 
aqueduct, and preserving the work already done fromm in- 
jury,’ contained in the actentitied ‘ An act making appro- 
priations for certain civil expenses of the Government for 
the yearending the 30th June, 1857,’ approved 18th August, 
1856, as may not be required for the said purpose.” 
|| Mr.BURNETT. If the gentleman from Lou- 
| isiana does not want to speak in favor of that 
|, amendment I desire to occupy his time. Iam in 
|| favor of that amendment. During the last Con- 
|, gress a large appropriation was made for carrying 
| on this work. I do notrecollectthe amount. A 
|| gentleman informs me that it was $1,000,000, for 
|| the purpose of bringing the water into this city. 
Mr. f GLANCY JONES. Irise toa ques- 
|| tion of order. I submit that the gentleman from 
|| Kentucky has no right to speak in favor of the 
| amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the 
| right to speak in favor of the amendment of the 
| gentleman from Louisiana if he desires. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The rule provides 
| that the gentleman offering an amendment may 
| speak five minutes in its favor. 
| Mr. BURNETT. I will be very brief. I have 
|| no disposition to obstruct the public business. 
| But, sir, 1 am opposed to this appropriation at 
this time, when we are told by the chairman of 
| the Committee of Ways and Means that we can 
| have no appropriation of money out of the public 
| 


Treasury forthe completion of public works which 
have been commenced, are in 1 state of progress, 
| and are actually going to ruin and decay because 
| we cannot have the money tocarry them on. Yet 
under these circumstances the Committee of Ways 
|| and Means report appropriations of millions to 
|| carry on the public works in this city and Dis- 
trict. I submit that under these circumstances 
| we have no right, at such an enormous expense, 
to supply the people of this city with the luxury 
| of water. 
Mr. KEITT. Watera luxury? [Laughter.]} 
Mr. BURNETT. To ay the people of 
| Washington with an over-supply of water. I ask 
whether we are justified in expending $800,000 
for bringing water into this city and carrying on 

|| this work? 

|| Mr. BOCOCK. I rise to a question of order. 
The debate has been closed upon this bill by res- 
olution of the House, and the rule provides that 
five minutes may be occupied in explaining an 
amendment, but the rule restricts that privilege 
| to the member offering the amendment. I sub- 
|| mit, therefore, that the gentleman is not in order 
| in speaking in favor of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
| that the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky 
| are not in order, and that he has not the right to 

speak in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Well, sir, 
| I am opposed to the amendment, and call for a 
vote. 

Mr. BURNETT. If the Chair will permit me, 
| I will change my position, and speak in opposi- 
'| tion to the amendment. 

1 Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the chair- 
|| man of the Waysand Means Committee whether 
|| this appropriation will complete the worik ? 
Mr.J.GLANCYJONES. Thestatement made 
| to the Committee of Ways and Meansis, that this 
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appropriation will cover the entire contracts for 


completing the work, 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
of it. 

Mr. BRANCH. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by reducing the appropriation to $100,000, 
lam notin favor of striking out the entire appro- 
priation, because it might give rise to a serious 
public loss by stopping entirely the work on the 
aqueduct; but I think $100,000 will be amply suf- 
ficient to preserve the work from loss, and I hope 
the appropriation will be reduced to that amount. 

Mr. SEWARD. lam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina. I 
am thoroughly sick of this talk about the condi- 
tion of the Treasury; and when gentlemen talk 
about suspending the work upon these public 
buildings, | want to know how it is thatthe power 
abides in the Executive to suspend the work? Is 
he not subservient to the will of Congress, or may 
he carry out his own disposition by delaying the 
work upon these buildings. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is no money in 
the Treasury, why does not the President send in 
here and ask us for the means of carrying on the 
Government? That is what we want. Govern- 
ment is a borrower, anyhow. The revenue sys- 
tem just amounts to this: that when you have col- 
lected so much money from the customs, you have 
only borrowed that much from the people. There 
is no man in our whole country but must know 
that in the present condition of our commerce no 
money can come into our Treasury until our rev- 
enue system is revised. A reduction of five dol- 
lars in the expenditure Of every family in the 
United States, in the purchase of foreign fabrics, 
would reduce the revenue of the United States 
from fifteen to twenty million dollars per annum. 
Then let us.meet this question like men, and let 
the Administration come up here and tell us of 
its difficulties, and ask an appropriation, not only 
for carrying on this work, but all the works pro- 
vided for by acts of Congress. We had a surplus 
in the Treasury not long since, and the policy 
was to get that money out of the Treasury, and 
I think they let the money go wisely. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. l rise te a question of 
order. The gentleman from Georgia is not dis- 
cussing the subject before the committee. 

Mr. SEWARD. I am discussing the means 
of raising the $800,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to the amendment under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SEWARD. I shall doso. We are asked 
for an appropriation of $800,600, and gentlemen 
move to cut it down to $100,000, because we have 
not the money; I want to have the money raised 
I want to see a message come here from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, asking for twenty-five 
or thirty million dollars at least. Then, sir, we 
shall have enough to carry on these water-works. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I rise toa point of order. 
It is not the business of the gentleman from Geor- 

ia when he shal! send in messages. The Pres- 
ident is the judge of that himself. 

Mr. SEWARD. I am to judge of what I think 
the President ought to do; and he is to judge of 
what he will do. I havea right to discuss the 


Then I will vote in favor 


policy of this Government, and especially when | 


we have no money in the Treasury. I want to 
see the money raised, and, though I have seen the 
President but once this session, if he will call upon 
me for my opinion, I will volunteer to give it. We 
have got to om the money. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
man from Georgia allow me to here read a com- 


munication, upon the matter under consideration, | 


from the Secretary of the Treasury ? 
Mr. SEWARD. I would be glad to hear it. 
Mr. BURNETT. I object to the reading. I 


understand that the time of the gentleman from | 


Georgia is not yet out. 

The question recurring upon the amendment to 
strike out “eight,” and insert ** one’’— 

Mr. GARTRELL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Burrinton 
and JouX Cocurane were appointed, 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 67, noes 69. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GOODE, I move to amend by increasing 
the appropriation one dollar. _ I do it for the pur- 
cose of making an eXplanation to the committee. 


| of various kinds. This bill appropriates $800,000 | 


| sum already expended? If we do make it, it will 


| with so large an amount of water at so low a rate. 


| to the amendment. 


| to the withdrawal of the amendment, and whois 


| pleted within the estimates that have been hereto- 








Will the gentle- | 
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This is a work upon which an immense sum of | 
| money has been expended. A sum of $1,350,000 
| has already been appropriated, and for the most 


part expended; and the suspension of the work at | 
present would involve the waste of this money. It | 


would be a serious thing, sir, to suspend the work i) 


under existing circumstances, when the contract- | 
ors have invested large sums of money in stocks | 


in addition to what has been previously appro- 
priated, and that will enable the Government to 
complete this work within the estimate made by 
the superintendent. Now, sir, if we do not make 
this appropriation, of what use would be the large 





enable the Department to complete the work 
within the esumate. Sir, | say it is the cheapest | 
supply of water known in the history of aque- 
ducts. There is no city in the world supplied 


L ask leave to withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object to 
the withdrawal of the amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, 1 am opposed 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to know how 
it is that the gentleman from New York took the 
floor from my colleague, who rose and objected 


entitled to make a five minutes’ speech against it? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New 
York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SICKLES., I have only a few words to 
say in regard to the subject. | desire to make 
a statement for the purpose of removing a mis- 
apprehension which, | observe, exists in some 
quarters in regard to this work. The impression 
prevails that this aqueduct is not likely to be com- 


fore furnished to Congress indicating its probable 
cost. I haveit from the best sources of informa- | 
tion, and I think I can state to the House with 
entire confidence, that the work will be finished 
within the estimates beretofore furnished to Con- 
gress. I think I am able to state that the work is 
vow put out under contract, or at least that it has 
been bid for. 

Mr. BURNETT. What was the amount origin- 
ally estimated as the cost of this work? ; 

Mr. SICKLES. Ithink $2,300,000; and it is 
officially stated that the work will be completed 


within that price. , 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I rise to a question of 
order. The gentleman from New York is not op- 
posing the amendment. 


Mr. SICKLES. Iam opposing it. The prop- 


esition is to reduce the appropriation one dollar. | 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 
to increase it one dollar. 

Mr. SICKLES. Well, I am opposed to in- 
creasing it one dollar. 
just enough, and is adequate to all the wants of 
the work, not too much, not too little. 
would be trifling with the interests of the Govern- 
ment, and the people, and would be trifling with 


No; the amendmentis 


the money already appropriated and expended to | 


withhold what is now an appropriation adequate 
to complete this great and beneficial work; and I 
trust that in view of the ability and integrity, the 
skilland economy, with which it has been con- 


ducted thus far, and the guarantees which are fur- | 
nished from all these circumstances that it will be | 
completed promptly, and in a manner to reflect | 


infinite crediton the Gavernment, and infinite good 
to the people of the District, you will no longer 
hesitate to appropriate the only sum needed for 
its completion, This is all the money that will 
ever be required, as there is no reason whatever 
to doubt that the contracts very recently awarded 
for the entire completion of the work can be per- 
formed for the sum now asked, and that that 
sum, with the former appropriations, will be only 
equal to the original estimate. 

Phe question was taken on Mr. Goopr’samend- 
ment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
amend the original proposition by reducing the 
amount $7,999. I desire, Mr. Chairman, the at- 
tention of the committee but on one point, I do 
not intend to discuss the original propriety of this 
measure; but I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to its verdict yesterday on a similar 
proposition. When we had up @ proposition to 
vote something to eomplete your custom-hoises, 


i 


}. made b 


I think that $800,000 is | 


I think it 


_ cing the appropriation to one dollar. 
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nearly every one of which is completed within a 
few thousand dollars, you voted it down two to 
one; and now, by the vote jast taken here, it 
seems that you intend to vote in this $800,000, to 
complete your water-works in this city, and to 
vote in other provisions of this bill. The next 
item is $1,000,000 for the Capitol extension, and 
the next is $100,000 for the completion of the Post 
Office building. Now, what I say is this: if the 
committee is determined to vote these approprias: 
tions, I would like to know upon What principle 
they can refuse to vote money to complete our 
custom-houses all over the country? 

Mr. SICKLES. I wil! answer the gentleman, 
if he will permit me. Water is necessary, and 
these custom-houses are not necessary. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
oforder. The gentleman from Illinois is not ad. 
dressing himself to his amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
fine myself to the amendment. The committee 
decided yesterday that they would not appropri- 
ate one dollar to the completion of the custom- 
houses all over the country. Will we say that 
we are willing to vote millions on millions for the 
city of Washington, and not vote one dollar for 
our Own constituents, for post offices or custom- 
houses, or for the convenience of our people at 
home? That is the question which I wish to pre- 
sent tothe committee. My own opinion was, that 
we shonid have voted the appropriations to com- 
plete ourcustom-houses. The Government should 
act as a reasonable and prudent business man 
would act in all these matters. Sir, I say if we 
refuse to vote for custom-houses and marine hos- 
pitals, it is our duty to administer the same jus- 
tice to the Capitol extension and to these water- 


I will con- 


| works. 


Mr. GOODE. If the House yesterday violated 
all the rules of propriety in refusing to do some- 
thing which the gentleman thinks ought to have 
been done, is that a reason why it should fall into 
the same error to-day ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Does not 
the gentleman think that all ought to be put on 
the same footing? 

Mr. GOODE. If you did wrong yesterday, is 
that an argument why you should do wrong to- 
day? If you were a sinner one day of your life, 
is that any reason why you should die a sinner? 

Sir, the argument has been often brought before 
the House, that there have been false representa- 
tions made to Congress, as to the amount required 
for certain works; but now I state to the com- 
mittee, in this case, that I believe it is within the 
power of the Government to close contracts which 
would complete the work within the estimates 
the superintendent. _ 

Mr SICKLES. They are closed now. 

Mr. GOODE. Now, why should not this be 
done? Why should we condemn those gentle- 
men, who have entered into contract with the 
Government, to the losses which they are to sus- 
tain in selling off their stock, and commencing at 
some future day to reconstruct the work? Two 
years ago we appropriated $150,000 to cover up 


_the works, and to suspend their operation fora 
| time. 
sion, and appropriated $1,000,000 to prosecute 


We came forward, then, at the next ses- 


the work, and, in making that appropriation, we 
had to recover from the losses which we had sus- 
tained by the sale of the stock. Will the House 
thus stultify itself? Will it indulge in this strain 
of hostility to the people of the District of Colum- 
bia, and refuse to do justice, lest the people of the 
District of Columbia should derive any advantage 
from it. This aqueduct is not constructed for 
the benefit of the people of the District of Colum- 
bia, but for the benefit of the Government of the 
United States, and of the people of ihe United 


| States, for the protection of the public works, and 


for the health of the citizens, of ourselves, and of 
the officers of the Government, who reside here. 
I hope the committee will sustain the appropria- 
tion. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to amend, by redu- 
Mr. Chair- 
man, it is not hostility to the District of Columbia 
that controls me. Iam not here for the purpose 
of discussing the original propriety of construct- 
ing these water-works, but I sympathize with the 
Committee of Ways and Means in their great 
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the country? We have, since the commencement 
of the present Congress, borrowed $20,000,000. 


jr is said'we will have to borrow another sun, 
Whether that is so or not, [do not pretend to 
know; butthat the condition of the Treasury is em- 
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— ae ; oe ie 
xjety to economize. What is the condition of |) have property in this District should go scot free 
: || from taxation, while the 


Federal Government 


|, bears the whole burden. 


barrassed, all know and all admit. The question | 


that now presents itself to the committee is simply 


this: whether we will appropriate $1,050,000 of | 


noney Which we have not in the Treasury for the 
purpose of doing what? of bringing water into 
this city, Which, to say the least of it, we can dis- 
pense with for a while. Task why we should not 
suspend this work as well as others? Is there 
any controlling reason why we should spend 
¢1,050,000 of the public money for the purpose 
of supplying water to this city, while we are 
suspending public improvements throughout the 
country ? I think not. 

Now we are told that these estimates were for 
§2,300,000, what assurance have we that that will 
complete the work ? 
jon that it will. 1 
Government says it will; but] call the attention of 


tion with this Capitol, on Which estimates were 
furnished. | mean the dome of the Capitol. 
Mr. GOODE. 


mate for that dome. 


The estimate was made by 
the architect. 


. 


I desire to say that the Super- | 
intendent of Public Buildings never made an esti- || 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask the gentleman 


| whether the citizens of the District will not be 


Gentlemen express the opin- || 
They say that the agent for the | 


charged with the water they use? 
Mr. LETCHER, Ido not understand it to be 
so at all. The Government is to lay the main 
ipes along the streets, and then the citizens, as 


main pipes for their water. 
a far worse opinion of the whole scheme if the 
Federal Government should go to peddling water 
here around the city. I take it that when the 
water comes here the Government will use what 
it wants, and whatever excess there may be it 
will allow the citizens of the District to use. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. | move to 
amend by increasing the appropriation $],000. I 
differ entirely from my worthy friend from Ken- 
tucky in regard to this matter. We are all inter- 
ested in the city of Washington, as the seat of 
Government. The Government owns property 


| to the amount of a hundred million dollars in this 
entlemey to one solitary improvement Inconnec- || 


District. It is well known to gentlemen whoare 
familiar with the state of things here, that there 


| is not a supply of water in this city, and that it 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. TIrise toa question || 


oforder. The gentleman from Kentucky is not 
confining his remarks to the subject of the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BURNETT. I am giving the reasons why | 
this appropriation should be reduced, and I thiuk 


I understand as well as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, whether I am confining myself to the 
subject ornot. Now, take this dome of the Capi- 
tol—I know it was not estimated for by the Su- 


stance to Show an enormous expenditure of pub- 
lic money, overand above the estimates submitted 
to the House. 


tractors may suffer. The gentleman from Virgin- 


ia, on my left [Mr. Letrener] says there is no |} 


contract made. He is on the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and certainly ought to know. He 
speaks by authority. 

Mr. LETCHER. There has been a proposi- 
tion for bids, and these bids have been made; and 
from what | understand, the facts are simply 
these: that these bids are within the estimate 
of one million dollars; but that the Secretary of 
War, inthe absence of the appropriation, has not 
completed the contracts. 


Mr. BURNETT. Then, sir, if the contractors | 


lose anything it is their own fault. Lam not here 
for the purpose of legislating for contractors with 
this Government. I am not here for the purpose 


of providing for the losses of individuals who | 


may undertake public works; but I am here for 
the purpose of protecting the interests of the en- 
tice country. When we are told that the Treas- 
ury has no money in it, and that we must econo- 
miz, lam for applying the knife where we can 
best do it without injury to the public good. That 
is my rule. 

Now, on the subject of this Capitol, we are told 
that we have to vote a large sum of money for it. 
Sir, if this economy is necessary, let us commence 


economizing at the right place; and I know of no | 


better place to commence than on these two ap- 
propriations in this bill. 

{Here the hammer fel!.] 

Mr. LETCHER. As there seems to be some 


Now we are told here, that con- | 





misapprehension in regard to the matter alluded | 


to by the gentleman from Kentucky, I beg leave 
to state a litle more explicitly what the matter is, 
precisely as I understand it. This proposition 
was made for bids for this work. These bids 
have been received, they have been examined and 
have Leen approved, and, in the event of an ap- 
propriation of money for the purpose of complet- 
ing this work, contracts based upon these bids 
will be entered into by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GOODE. And these bids are within the 
estimates. . 

Mr. LETCHER. SolThave stated. Butlam 
opposed to this thing nfyself. 1 voicd against it 
in committee, and | shall vote against it here for. 
this simple and plain reason: that I do not think 
Ut either just or right that these individuals who 


is indispensably necessary for the convenience 
of members of Congress, of Government officials, 


| and of citizens who may be permanently or tran- 


siently here, that there should be a supply of 
water. There is no charge of any misapplication 
of funds on this work. The Government has al- 
ready invested very largely in the work, and has 
spent nearly a million and a half of dollars upon 


| it, and now to leave it in its present condition, 


would be the worst sort of economy. It is not 


| fair to talk, in connection with this, about cus- 


tom-houses in New Orleans, or in other sections 


| of the country. We have a right to discriminate. 


|| Because we have not sufficient funds to complete 
perintendent of Public Works, but it is one in- | 


| all the public works, does it follow that a great 





work of this kind, at the seat of Government, 
should fall into ruin? That is not the course of 
a prudent Government, or the course of a prudent 
man; and | have heard of no sufficient reason why 
this appropriation should not be made for this 
greatwork. I understand that this appropriation 
will complete it. It may be, that residents of the 
city of Washington may derive benefit from this 
work; but is that a reason why the Government 


|| should be deterred from the execution of what is 


necessary for the interests of its people? 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOWARD. I hope the amendment to 
the amendment will not prevail; for the reason 
that if it does, it will still leave a large amount 
of money to be appropriated. I think that the 
amendment striking out the appropriation alto- 
gether should be adopted, for I do not believe that 


| there is any law, or any constitutional power, au- 


thorizing us to expend money out of the public 


Treasury for any such purpose. When we take |! 


money out of the Treasury for such a work, we 


compel the whole people to replace that money; | 


and, as the Government owns property in New 
York also, we might as well provide by law that 
Mr. Astor, or some other person in New York, 
shall build water-works for that city, as to pro- 
vide that the people of this country shall! contrib- 
ute to the building of water-works for this city. 


| It is all wrong—the whole of it. 


I object to it on another ground. We have sol- 
emnly voted down appropriations that were re- 
quired to fulfill existing contracts—valid contracts. 
We suffer the faith of the Government to be vio- 
lated, because, as we say, we have not got money 
to fulfill those contracts. And yet, in the face of 
that, we are going on toappropriate $800,000 out 
of the Treasury for a work for which there is no 
contract, merely because we want to complete this 


| work this year, instead of next year, or at some 


subsequent time. I say, first, that it is uncon- 
stitutional; next, that there is no Jaw for it; and 
if we appropriate this money for this purpose, and 
repudiate our solemn contracts, we shall bring 
down upon ourselves justly the scorn of the civ- 
ilized world. Why shull we repudiate our con- 
tracts, for the sake of violating all sound constitu- 
tional principles ? 

I hope the amendment to the amendment will 
be voted down, and then I hope that the original 
appropriation will be stricken out. ‘I feel free to 
make these remarks, because this item was in- 


3utit would give me || five minutes. 


tention of the friends as well as the enemies of 








'serted in the bill by the Committee of Wavs and 
Means in my absence, and | was not committed 
to it. T have never voted one dollar for this work, 

}and I never will. If the work could be completed 
for one dollar, | would not vote it. 

| [Loud cries of “ Question! **] 

| Mr. Srewarr’s amendment to the amendment 

' was rejected, 


|| Mr. COBB. I ask the attention of the commit- 
understand it, are to be allowed to tap these | 


tee to what I shall say, for I shall not occupy my 
I move to strike out the entire 
clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to 
| the gentleman from Alabama that that amend- 
| ment is already pending, 
| Mr. COBB. Ithought it had been voted down. 
| The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. 
| Mr. SPANTON. I desire to add an amend- 

ment atthe end of the clause; to which, I pre- 
| sume, there will be no objection. 
| Mr. COBB. I wanted to offer an amendment. 
| I had not concluded my sentence. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from 
| Alabama is entitled to the floor. The geutleman 
| will please state his amendment. 
| Mr. COBB. That is what | want to do if I 
| can get the attention of the Chair. The pending 
j} amendment, as | understand it, is to strike out 
the entire clanse. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the pending prop- 
osition,. 

Mr. COBB. Then! move to strike out all but 
| the words ** which may not be required for said 
| purpose.”’ 

The Chair and the committee will see my ob- 
ject at once. Itis now nearly five o’clock. It is 
obvious that, unless we get rid of this clausc, we 
may discuss the question for the next twenty-four 

| hours. The experience of former sessions has 
shown that we cannot dispose of this question in 
less than two days Now, my object is to have 
the whole clause stricken out; and I call the at- 


the appropriation to it. If we strike out the clause 
here, when we get into the House we can have a 
vote taken upon striking it out, by yeasand nays; 
and if there is a majority against striking tt out, 
why, then its friends can sustain it. [am against 
the appropriation; and when we come to vote on 
itin the House by yeas and nays, I shall vote 
in favor of striking it out. Now, ifthe committee 
wants to get rid of the question, let the friends 
| and enemies of the appropriation vote to strike 
| it out; and then, when we come into the House, 
we can have a vote on it by yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON. Notwithstanding the intee- 
| esting programme of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, | propose toamend his amendment so as to 
perfect the words which he proposes to strike out, 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 

cannot offer any further amendment at this time, 
| Mr. COBB. I want a vote on my amendment, 
Mr. STANTON. I desire to amend what the 
' gentleman proposes to strike out. 

Mr. COBB. He cannot amend it; and I want 
| a vote on my amendment. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle- 
| man from Ohio, if it be to amend the bill, takes 
| precedence of the motion of the gentleman from 
| Alabama. 


Mr. STANTON. I propose to add to the clause 


proposed to be stricken out, the following: 


Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be expended until contracts suail be entered inte wih 
| responsible parties (or the completion of the work ; which, 
| in the aggregate, shall not exceed the amount hereby appro- 
| priated. 


| TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlenian from Lou- 

| isiana [Mr. Davipson] moves to sirike out the 

whole paragraph. The gentleman from Alabama 
| [Mr. Cops} moves to amend the matter proposed 

| to be stricken out, by striking out all of it but the 
last line. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
| in the opinion of the Chair, is not in order at this 
| time. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask for the read- 
ing of the paragraph at the top of the 105th page 
| of the Manual. 

Mr. STANTON. I think the Chair is in error 
| in regard to the question of order. The gentleman 
| from Alabama has proposed an amendment to the 
| amendment, to strike outcertain words. [It isin 
| order to move to amend the matter proposed to be 
| stricken out before the question is taken on strik- 
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ing out. It does not come within the rule jn re- } 
lation to amendments in the third degree. ] 

Now I propose to qualify the words proposed 
to be stricken out, by adding a proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentieman from Ala- || 
bama proposes to strike out @ certain clause; the 
Chair thinks it is in order to amend the part pro- || 
posed to be stricken out, and therefore decides the | 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio to be in 
order, 

Mr. STANTON. I have opposed this appro- || 
priation from the commencement. There is no || 
member of this House wl.o has opposed it with || 
more consistency in the former Congress, and I 
expect to continue to oppose itto the end. But, | 
sir, | have seen too much of these appropriations 
to have any hope of ulumately defeating this. I 
remember that at the close of the last session of | 
Congress, after it had been voted down here half || 
a dozen times, it came in from the committee of | 
conference, and we were obliged to take it or de- 
feat the bill. 1 move to add the following at the 
end of the clause: 
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der with them whenever there is a law providing | offered, seems to have no other end in view than 


for them. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MASON. Then I move to strike out the 
words, ‘* for the completion of the Washington 
aqueduct.’’ 


of order. It is, that it is not in order to move to 
strike out anything included in the motion of the 
genuUeman from Alabama, for, by a vote of the 
committee, they concluded to retain it, 


The CHAIRMAN. The 53d rule says: 


«53. Any member may call for the division of a question, 
which shall be divided, if it comprehend propositions in 
substance so distinct that, one being taken away, a sub- 
stantive proposition shall remain for the decision of the 
House. A motion to strike out and insert shall be deemed 
indivisible ; but a moyon to strike out being lost, shal! pre- 
clude neither amendment nor a motion to strike out and in- 
sert.”? 


The Chair is of opinion that it is in order to 


| move now to amend. 


Mr. MASON. Well, I will move toamend by 


i} 
Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated | striking outall the appropriation except two dol- 


shail be expended until contracts shall be entered into with 
responsible parties for the completion of the work, which, 


propriated, 
Now, as I have said, this appropriation will | 
pass. Gentlemen may set that down as a fixed || 
fact. You may vote it down here as often as you || 
please, and it will come back in this bill; and if | 
you kill the bill it will be put on to another bill; || 
and you cannot keep it out unless you take the | 
responsibility of stopping the wheels of Govern- || 
ment. I intend to vote against this appropriation, 
and to do all I can to defeat it. But, as I have 
said, there is a thorough conviction upon my 
mind that it will pass; and I deem it, therefore, 
important that a condition should be attached to 
it, that no part of the appropriation shall be ex- 


| 
pended until contracts shall have been entered into || 
! 
i 


to complete the whole work. I presume there 
will be no difficulty about the amendment, for I 
understand that contracts can be entered into for 
the completion of the entire work within this ap- 
propriation. 

‘The amendment to the amendment wasadopted. | 

The question then recurred on Mr. Coss’s | 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was notagreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. Dol understand that my 
amendment has gone down with the amendment | 
of the gentleman from Alabama? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. STANTON. 
be the effect. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise toa ques- | 
tion of order. The motion was to strike out the | 
whole clause with the exception of these words: | 
**as may not be required for said purpose.’’ Now, | 
the friends of the clause may move to amend the | 


I do not understand that to || sim pl 
|| certainly is not one of them. 


| such an amendment has been made. 


|| lars. Like the gentleman from Michigan, I do not 
in the Aggregate, shall not exceed the amount hereby ap. || Know that this Government has the power to ap- | 


propriate money for this purpose. This Govern- 
ment was instituted fora different purpose than 
that of ornamenting, beautifying, and adorning 
this capital. 

Mr. KUNKEL, of Maryland. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I understand that this same amend- 
ment has been offered before, and considered by 
the committee. 

Mr. MASON. You misunderstand. 

Mr. KUNKEL, of Maryland. The amend- 


| ments were made to strike out all but one dollar, 


and all but two dollars,and they were rejected by 


| the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not re- 
member that such an amendment has been voted 
on. 
Mr. MASON. Nor does anybody else. No 
I was pro- 


| ceeding to say that I did not suppose that this 


Government had the right to draw money from 
these States for the purpose of ornamenting and 
beautifying one single city. You have converted 
it, by these and various other schemes, into about 


|| the same condition that the Jews converted Jeru- 


salem, who taxed their distant provinces to make 
pools of water, to furnish them with male singers, 
to lay them down floors of gold, until the people 
revolted. The duties of thisGovernment are few 
and simple. I shall not refer to them, but this 
You have, as you 


| have been told by the chairman of the Commit- 


} 


tee of Ways and Means, an empty Treasury. In 


| the face of that fact you have acres of ground here 


covered with granite and marble, and immense 


| palaces. You have fifteen miles of pipe laid from 


part proposed to be stricken out, and it was amend- || 


ed on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama. } 
|| All that you have, withanempty Treasury. You 


The motion to strike out was then lost. I sub- 
mit, therefore, that the original proposition stands | 
with the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
attached. ‘The Manual says, on page 105: 

“In like manner, if it is proposed to amend by striking 
out a paragraph, the friends of the paragraph are first to 
make it as perfect as they can by amendments, before the 
question is put for striking it out. If on the question it be | 
retained, it cannot be amended afterwards, because a vote | 
against striking out is equivalent to a vote agreeing to it in | 
that form.’ | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 


the motion of the gentleman from Alabama was || 
decided in order expressly because it did notstrike || 


out a paragraph, but only moved to amend it, | 
Therefore the amendment of the gentleman from 


ment was lost, and was so decided by the Chair. 
eee gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. MASON. I move to strike out the words 
**for the completion of the Washington aque- 
duct,’’ and to insert ** for pensions to the soldiers 
of the war of 1812.” 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a question of order. 
My point is, that there is no law for the payment 
of these pensions, and that the amendment is not 
germane to this bill. 

Mr. MASON. Then make a law. The old 
soldiers never were in order with the Committee 


j 





| 
Ohio was received as an amendment, The amend- 


some point on the Potomac into this city, for the 
purpose of supplying this metropolis with water. 


spend millions of dollars and borrow the money, 


| and pay interest upon it, for the purpose of orna- 


menting, adorning, and making wealthy this great 
city. And while you are doing all this wb an 
empty Treasury, the Committee of Ways and 
Means purchase an $800 book-case, and spend 
$900 for a looking-glass. And, while they are 
doing this upon an empty Treasury, it is entirely 
out of order with them, and they refuse to give 
to the friends of their country—the soldiers of the 
war of 1812—a single dollar. I ask them, when 
they are looking into those immense looking- 

lasses and are surveying their costly and rich 
urniture, to look around and see if they cannot 
find some meritorious soldiers of that war who 
need some assistance at the hands of the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. HUGHES, Is it in order to move to strike 
out the enacting clause ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Is it in order to move 
that the committee rise, and report the bill to the 
House? . 

The CHAIRMAN. Not while any gentleman 
desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HUGHES. 
acting clause. 

Mr. LETCHER, I want to ney to the speech 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. My friend 


of Ways and Means. 
Mr LETCHER. The old soldiers are in or- || from Kentucky, in the amendment which he has 


The Chair is of opimion | 


was in his hands. 
Mr. STANTON. Now, I rise to a question 


Mr. LETCHER. 


to take an examination of the acts and doings of 
the Committee of Ways and Means in regard to 
theirfurniture. It strikes me that he was the chair. 
man of the Committee of Accounts; and that the 
approval or allowing of the accounts for furniwure 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. MASON. The committee never passed 
| the account. 
It goes there, whether they 
pass itor not. The genUeman says we have an 
eight or nine hundred dollar !ooking-glass. That 
is about six hundred dollars above the highest 
| price paid for any looking-glass in the Capitol, 





Mr. MASON. The gentleman is mistaken, 

Mr. LETCHER. AmI? Where is the $609 
one? Now, sir, I understand that $300 is the 
highest price that has been given; and I think it 
very extravagant. 


| Mr. WALBRIDGE. 





I rise to a question of 





| 
I move to strike out the en- 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir. 

ginia is not in order. 

|| Mr. LETCHER, I am replying distinctly to 
|| the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
|| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’ from In. 
|| diana was recognized, and made a motien. 
|| Mr. LETCHER. Does the Chair decide that 
I am out of order? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
| the gentleman has not been recognized, because 
|| the gentleman from Indiana had the floor. 
|| Mr. HUGHES. If I am entitled to the floor, 
| I will yield it to the gentleman from Virginia, and 
|| withdraw my motion. 
(| Mr. LETCHER. Well, then, Mr. Chairman, 
‘|| [ take up the question again. My friend from 
|| Kentucky says that the various rooms about the 
|| Capitol are furnished most extravagantly, while 
money has been very scarce, and by way of set- 
ting us a good example, he is in favor of distrib- 
uting the public money under the name of pay- 
ing pensions to old soldiers, and then to borrow 
the amount. Now, it strikes me that if, in fur- 
nishing the Capitol, we have done it rather ex- 
travagantly, we have not gone quite so wide of 
the mark as he would go in the scheme which he 
presents for consideration. He does not pretend 
that this is a debt due to these soldiers, or that 
the Federal Government is bound to pay this 
money. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I rise to a question of 
order. What relation has this question of old 
soldiers’ pensions to water-works? 

Mr. LETCHER. I respectfully refer my friend 
from Michigan to my friend from Kentucky for 


j 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








Mr. MASON, 
the country. 

Mr. LETCHER. Where is the evidence of it? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. [I raise the question of 
order, that the gentleman’s remarks do not apply 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman is hardly in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. [If it is not in order to reply 
to a speech that has been made, when I am on the 
other side, I suppose I may sit down. 

The question was taken on Mr. Mason’sament- 
ment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
strike out the whole section. 

Mr. LETCHER. That motion is pending now. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Well, I hope 

| we will have a vote on it. 

The question being on Mr. Dayrpson’s ament- 
ment— 

Mr. COX called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Stanton 
and BarksDALE were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes eighty, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ARNOLD. I move the following amen¢- 
ment: 

Insert between lines two hundred and twenty-four and 
two hundred and twenty-five the following : 

For the completion and furni of the custom-house 
at New Haven, Connecticut, . 

Mr. KELSEY. I raise a question of order on 
that amendment. Be 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 


! that the amendment is not in order. 
| Mr, HARRIS, of Illinois. I move to amend 


It is one of the prime debts of 


I move to 
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